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Rules and Regulations 


Title 5—ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 


Chapter I—Civil Service Commission 
PART 351—REDUCTION IN FORCE 


Use of Regulations 


Section 351.201(a) is amended to in- 
clude the action of reclassification due 
to change in duties as one of the reasons 
for the release of an employee from his 
competitive level which requires the use 
of the Commission’s Reduction-in-Force 
regulations. Effective August 11, 1968, 
paragraph (a) of § 351.201 is amended as 
set out below. 


§ 351.201 Use of regulations. 


(a) Each agency shall follow this part 
when it releases a competing employee 
from his competitive level by separation, 
demotion, furlough for more than 30 
days, or reassignment requiring displace- 
ment, when the release is required be- 
cause of lack of work, shortage of funds, 
reorganization, reclassification due to 
change in duties, or the exercise of re- 
employment rights or restoration rights. 


(5 U.S.C. 1302 and 3502) 


UNITED STATES CIviL SERV- 
IcE COMMISSION, 


[seEAL] James C. Spry, 
Executive Assistant to the 
Commissioners. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-5704; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


Title 9—ANIMALS AND 
ANIMAL PRODUCTS 


Chapter .—Agricultural Research 
Service, Department of Agriculture 


SUBCHAPTER C—INTERSTATE TRANSPORTATION 
OF ANIMALS AND POULTRY 


PART 78—BRUCELLOSIS 


Subpart D—Designation of Modified 
Certified Brucellosis Areas, Public 
Stockyards, Specifically Approved 
Stockyards, and Slaughtering 
Establishments 

MOopIFIED CERTIFIED AREAS 
Pursuant to § 78.16 of the regulations 
in Part 78, as amended, Title 9, Code of 

Federal Regulations, containing restric- 


tions on the interstate movement of ani- 
mals because of brucellosis, under sec- 


tions 4, 5, and 13 of the Act of May 29, 
1884, as amended; sections 1 and 2 of the 
Act of February 2, 1903, as amended, and 


FEDERAL 


section 3 of the Act of March 3, 1905, as 
amended (21 U.S.C. 111-113, 114a-1, 120, 
121, 125), § 78.13 of said regulations des- 
ignating modified certified brucellosis 
areas is hereby amended to read as 
follows: 


§ 78.13 Modified 


areas. 


The following States, or specified por- 
tions thereof, are hereby designated as 
modified certified brucellosis areas: 


Alabama. The entire State; 

Alaska. The entire State except Chirikof 
Islands; 

Arizona. The entire State; 

Arkansas. The entire State; 

California. The entire State; 

Colorado. The entire State; 

Connecticut. The entire State; 

Delaware. The entire State; 

Florida. Baker, Bay, Bradford, Calhoun, 
Citrus, Clay, Collier, Columbia, Dade, Dixie, 
Duval, Escambia, Flagler, Franklin, Gadsden, 
Gilchrist, Gulf, Hamilton, Hendry, Hernando, 
Holmes, Jackson, Jefferson, Lafayette, Lake, 
Lee, Leon, Levy, Liberty, Madison, Manatee, 
Monroe, Nassau, Okaloosa, Pinellas, Putnam, 
Santa Rosa, Sarasota, Sumter, Suwannee, 
Taylor, Union, Wakulla, Walton, and Wash- 
ington Counties; 

Georgia. The entire State; 

Hawaii. Honolulu, Kauai, 
Counties; 

Idaho. The entire State; 

Illinois. The entire State; 

Indiana. The entire State; 

Iowa. The entire State; 

Kansas. The entire State; 

Kentucky. The entire State; 

Louisiana. Ascension, Assumption, Bien- 
ville, Claiborne, East Baton Rouge, Iberia, 
Jackson, Jefferson, Lafayette, Lafourche, 
Lincoln, Livingston, Orleans, St. Charles, St. 
Helena, St. James, St. John the Baptist, St. 
Mary, St. Tammany, Tangipahoa, Tensas, 
Terrebonne, Union, Vernon, Washington, 
Webster, West Baton Rouge, West Feliciana, 
and Winn Parishes; 

Maine. The entire State; 

Maryland. The entire State; 

Massachusetts. The entire State; 

Michigan. The entire State; 

Minnesota. The entire State. 

Mississippi. Alcorn, Amite, Attala, Benton, 
Bolivar, Calhoun, Chickasaw, Choctaw, 
Clarke, Clay, Coahoma, Copiah, Covington, 
De Soto, Forrest, Franklin, George, Greene, 
Grenada, Hancock, Harrison, Humphreys, 
Itawamba, Jackson, Jasper, Jefferson, Jeffer- 
son Davis, Jones, Kemper, Lamar, Lauderdale, 
Lawrence, Leake, Lee, Lincoln, Lowndes, 
Marion, Monroe, Montgomery, Neshoba, New- 
ton, Noxubee, Oktibbeha, Pearl River, Perry, 
Pike, Pontotoc, Prentiss, Quitman, Rankin, 
Scott, Simpson, Smith, Stone, Sunflower, 
Tallahatchie, Tate, Tippah, Tishomingo, 
Tunica, Union, Walthall, Washington, Wayne, 
Webster, Wilkinson, Winston, and Yalobusha 
Counties; 

Missouri. The entire State; 

Montana. The entire State; 

Nebraska. Adams, Antelope, Arthur, Ban- 
ner, Boone, Buffalo, Burt, Butler, Cass, Cedar, 
Chase, Cheyenne, Clay, Colfax, Cuming, Cus- 
ter, Dakota, Dawson, Deuel, Dixon, Dodge, 
Douglas, Dundy, Fillmore, Franklin, Fron- 
tier, Furnas, Gage, Gosper, Greeley, Hall, 


certified brucellosis 


and Maui 


Hamilton, Harlan, Hayes, Hitchcock, Howard, 
Jefferson, Johnson, Kearney, Keith, Kimball, 
Knox, Lancaster, Madison, Merrick, Nance, 
Nemaha, Nuckolls, Otoe, Pawnee, Perkins, 
Phelps, Pierce, Platte, Polk, Red Willow, Rich- 
ardson, Saline, Sarpy, Saunders, Seward, 
Sherman, Sioux, Stanton, Thayer, Thurston, 
Valley, Washington, Wayne, Webster, 
Wheeler, and York Counties; 

Nevada. The entire State; 

New Hampshire. The entire State; 

New Jersey. The entire State; 

New Mezico. The entire State; 

New York. The entire State; 

North Carolina. The entire State; 

North Dakota. The entire State; 

Ohio. The entire State; 

Oklahoma. Adair, Alfalfa, Atoka, Beaver, 
Bryan, Canadian, Cherokee, Choctaw, Cimar- 
ron, Coal, Craig, Delaware, Garfield, Grant, 
Greer, Harmon, Harper, Haskell, Jackson, 
Johnston, Kay, Kingfisher, Kiowa, Latimer, 
Le FPlore, McClain, McCurtain, McIntosh, 
Major, Marshall, Mayes, Murray, Muskogee, 
Noble, Nowata, Okfuskee, Oklahoma, Okmul- 
gee, Osage, Ottawa, Pawnee, Payne, Pontotoc, 
Pushmataha, Rogers, Sequoyah, Texas, Wash- 
ington, Washita, Woods, and Woodward 
Counties; 

Oregon. The entire State; 

Pennsylvania. The entire State; 

Rhode Island. The entire State; 

South Carolina. The entire State; 

South Dakota. Beadle, Bennett, Brookings, 
Brown, Buffalo, Butte, Campbell, Clark, Clay, 
Codington, Corson, Custer, Day, Deuel, Ed- 
munds, Fall River, Faulk, Grant, Haakon, 
Hamlin, Hand, Hanson, Harding, Jackson, 
Jerauld, Jones, Kingsbury, Lake, Lawrence, 
Lincoln, McCook, McPherson, Marshall, 
Meade, Mellette, Miner, Minnehaha, Moody, 
Pennington, Perkins, Potter, Roberts, San- 
born, Shannon, Spink, Todd, Turner, Union, 
Walworth, Washabaugh, Yankton, and Zie- 
bach Counties; and Crow Creek Indian 
Reservation; 

Tennessee. The entire State; 

Tezas. Andrews, Archer, Armstrong, Atas- 
cosa, Bailey, Bandera, Baylor, Bell, Bexar, 
Blanco, Borden, Bosque, Brewster Briscoe, 
Brooks, Brown, Burnet, Caldwell, Calhoun, 
Callahan, Cameron, Camp, Carson, Castro, 
Childress, Cochran, Coke, Coleman, Collings- 
worth, Comal, Comanche, Concho, Coryell, 
Cottle, Crane, Crockett, Crosby, Culberson, 
Dallam, Dawson, Deaf Smith, Dickens, Dim- 
mit, Donley, Duval, Eastland, Ector, Edwards, 
El Paso, Erath, Fells, Fisher, Floyd, Foard, 
Preestone, Gaines, Garza, Gillespie, Glass- 
cock, Gray, Guadalupe, Hale, Hall, Hamilton, 
Hansford, Hardeman, Hartley, Haskell, Hays, 
Hidalgo, Hockley, Hood, Howard, Hudspeth, 
Hutchinson, Irion, Jack, Jeff Davis, Jim 
Hogg, Jim Wells, Jones, Karnes, Kendall, 
Kent, Kerr, Kimble, King, Kinney, Knox, 
Lamb, Lampasas, Lee, Lipscomb, Live Oak, 


Llano, Loving, Lubbock, Lynn, Martin, 
Mason, Maverick, McCulloch, McLennan, 
Medina, Menard, Midland, Milam, Mills, 
Mitchell, Moore, Morris, Motley, Nolan, 


Ochiltree, Oldham, Palo Pinto, Parker, 


Parmer, Pecos, Potter, Presidio, Randall, 
Reagan, Real, Reeves, Roberts, Runnels, 
Sabine, San Augustine, San Saba, Schleicher, 
Scurry, Shackelford, Shelby, Sherman, 
Somervell, Stephens, Sterling, Stonewall, 
Sutton, Swisher, Taylor, Terrell, Terry, 


Throckmorton, Tom Green, Travis, Upton, 
Uvalde, Val Verde, Ward, Washington, 
Wheeler, Wichita, Wilbarger, Williamson, 
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Wilson, Winkler, Yoakum, Young, Zapata and 
Zavala Counties; 

Utah. The entire State; 

Vermont. The entire State; 

Virginia. The entire State; 

Washington. The entire State; 

West Virginia. The entire State; 

Wisconsin. The entire State; 


Wyoming. Albany, Big Horn, Campbell, 
Carbon, Converse, Crook, Fremont, Goshen, 
Hot Springs, Johnson, Laramie, Lincoln, Na- 
trona, Niobrara, Park, Platte, Sublette, Sweet- 
water, Teton, Uinta, Washakie, and Weston 
Counties; 


Puerto Rico. The entire area; and 


Virgin Islands of the United States. The 
entire area. 


(Secs. 4, 5, 23 Stat. 32, as amended, secs. 1, 
2, 32 Stat. 791-792, as amended, sec. 3, 33 
Stat. 1265, as amended, sec. 2, 65 Stat. 693; 21 
U.S.C. 111-118, 114a—-1, 120, 121, 125; 29 F.R. 
16210, as amended; 9 CFR 78.16) 


Effective date. The foregoing amend- 
ment shall become effective upon publi- 
cation in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 

The amendment adds the following 
additional areas to the list of. areas des- 
ignated as modified certified brucellosis 
areas because it has been determined 
that such areas come within the defini- 
tion of § 78.1(i): East Baton Rouge and 
Orleans Parishes in Louisiana; McClain 
County in Oklahoma; Jones and Potter 
Counties in South Dakota; and Calhoun, 
Dimmit, Wilbarger, and Zavala Counties 
in Texas. 

Tallahatchie County in Mississippi 
was deleted from the list of modified 
certified brucellosis areas on October 3, 
1967. Since said date, it has been deter- 
mined that such county again comes 
within the definition of § 78.1(i); and 
therefore, it has been redesignated as a 
modified certified brucellosis area. 


The amendment imposes certain re- 
strictions necessary to prevent the spread 


of brucellosis in cattle and relieves cer- 
tain restrictions presently imposed. It 
should be made effective promptly in 
order to accomplish its purpose in the 
public interest and to be of maximum 
benefit to persons subject to the restric- 
tions which are relieved. Accordingly, 
under the administrative procedure 
provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553, it is found 
upon good cause that notice and other 
public procedure with respect to the 
amendment are impracticable and con- 
trary to the public interest, and good 
cause is found for making the amend- 
ment effective less than 30 days after 

publication in the FepeRAL REGISTER. 
Done at Washington, D.C., this 9th 

day of May 1968. 
G. H. WISE, 
Acting Director, Animal Health 
Division, Agricultural « Re- 
search Service. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-5718; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


Title 14— AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE 


Chapter I—Federal Aviation Admin- 
istration, Department of Transpor- 
tation 


[Airworthiness Docket No. 
Amdt. 39-598] 


PART 39—-AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 


Boeing Model 727 Series Airplanes 


There have been numerous incidents 
of separation of the thrust reverser de- 
fiector doors during landing and in flight, 
some of which have resulted in damage 
to the airplane structure. 

Since this condition is likely to exist 
or develop in other airplanes of the same 
type design, an airworthiness directive 
(AD) is being issued to require modifica- 
tions to the thrust reverser deflector door 
and linkage on Boeing Model 727 Series 
airplanes. The modifications to the link 
prevent the bolt from losing its proper 
torque between thrust reverser overhaul 
periods and precludes damage to the 
washers. This AD also requires replace- 
ment of the bolt at 3,500 hours to prevent 
fatigue failure. 

Since a situation exists that requires 
immediate adoption of this regulation, it 
is found that notice and public procedure 
hereon are impracticable and good cause 
exists for making this amendment effec- 
tive in less than 30 days. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (14 CFR 11.81), 
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations is amended by adding the 
following new airworthiness directive: 
Boetnc: Applies to Model 727 Series air- 

planes. 

Compliance required as indicated unless 
already accomplished. 

To prevent loss of the deflector doors, ac- 
complish the following or an equivalent ap- 
proved by the Director, FAA Western Region, 
on each engine: 

(a) Within 800 hours time in service after 
the effective date of this AD unless already 
accomplished, modify the thrust reverser de- 
fiector doors in accordance with Boeing Serv- 
ice Bulletin No. 78-51, Revision 1, dated 
April 2, 1968 (or later FAA approved revision) 
and Boeing Service Letter 6—-7132-3375 dated 
March 1, 1967 (or later revision). 

(b) Within 3,500 hours time in service 
after accomplishing the modifications re- 
quired in (a), and thereafter at intervals not 
to exceed 3,500 hours time in service, replace 


bolt P/N BAC-B30EK8-48 or P/N BAC- 
B30EK8-48C. 


This amendment becomes effective on 
May 14, 1968. 


(Secs. 313(a), 601, 603, Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958; 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1423) 


Issued in Los Angeles, Calif.,on May 3, 
1968. 


68-WE-13-—AD; 


ARVIN O. BASNIGHT, 
Director, FAA Western Region. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-5686; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:46 am.] 


[Airworthiness Docket No. 68-WE-8—-AD; 
Amdt. 39-597] 


PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 


General Dynamics Model 340, 440, 
and C--131 E Airplanes, Includ- 
ing Those Using Turbopropeller 
Power 


There have been five (5) reported 
cracks of the wing front spar lower rail 
on both piston engine powered and tur- 
bine engine powered*GD/C Model 340 
and 440 Series airplanes that could result 
in complete failure of the outboard wing. 
Since this condition is likely to exist or 
develop in other airplanes of the same 
type design, an airworthiness directive 
(AD) is being issued to require inspection 
of the front spar lower rail and periodic 
reinspection or reinforcement of this 
area on all GD/C Model 340 and 440 
Series airplanes. 


Since a situation exists that requires 
immediate adoption of this regulation, it 
is found that notice and public procedure 
hereon are impracticable and good cause 
exists for making this amendment effec- 
tive in less than 30 days. 


In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (14 CFR 11.81), 
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations is amended by adding the 
following new airworthiness directive: 


GENERAL DYNAmics: Applies to Models 340, 
440, and C-131E airplanes including 
those using turbopropeller power. 

Compliance required as indicated. 

Due to several reports of cracks in the front 
spar lower rail which can result in failure 
of the outboard wing, accomplish the 
following: 

(a) For airplanes with 23,500 or more 
hours time in service on the effective date 
of this AD, inspect each front spar lower rail 
per (c) within the next 300 hours time in 
service, unless already accomplished within 
the last 700 hours time in service, and there- 
after at intervals not to exceed 1,000 hours 
time in service from the last inspection, and, 
if cracks are found, repair per (d) before 
further flight (except that the airplane may 
be flown in accordance with FAR 21.197 to 
a base where the repair can be accognplished) . 

(b) For airplanes with less than 23,500 
hours time in service on the effective date of 
this AD, inspect each front spar lower rail 
per (c) before the accumulation of 23,800 
hours time in service, and thereafter at inter- 
vals not to exceed 1,000 hours time in service 
from the last inspection, and, if cracks are 
found, repair per (d) before further flight 
(except that the airplane may be flown in 
accordance with FAR 21.197 to a base where 
the repair can be accomplished). 

(c) Remove the wing leading edge and 
visually inspect the wing front spar lower 
rail between wing inch stations 240 and 270 
for cracks. 

NoTeE: During the inspection required by 
(c), pay particular attention to the areas 
immediately adjacent to the leading edge , 
joints at wing inch stations 248 and 264. All 
reported cracks have originated in the rail 
forward flange at or near the leading edge 
attach screw holes. 


(d) If a crack is confined to the wing front 
spar lower rail, repair in accordance with 
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General Dynamics/Convair Service Engineer- 
ing Report No. 057—0/67-340-64/440-64/640-— 
35 (Revision 1 or later FAA approved revi- 
sion), or a method approved by the Chief, 
Aircraft Engineering Division, Federal Avia- 
tion Administration, Western Region. If a 
crack extends beyond the spar rail into adja- 
cent components, repair in accordance with 
a method approved by the Chief, Aircraft 
Engineering Division, FAA Western Region. 

(e) The repetitive inspections required in 
(a) and (b) may be discontinued when all 
cracks, if any, have been repaired per (d) 
and, unless already accomplished per (d), a 
reinforcing strap has been installed per de- 
tail (b), Figure 1, of General Dynamics/Con- 
vair Service Engineering Report No. 057-0/67- 
340-64/440-64/640-35 or a rework approved 
by the Chief, Aircraft Engineering Division, 
FAA Western Region has been accomplished. 

(f) Upon request of the operator, an FAA 
Air Carrier Maintenance Inspector, subject 
to prior approval of the Regional Director, 
FAA Western Region, may adjust the repeti- 
tive inspection intervals specified in this AD 
to permit compliance at an established in- 
spection period of the operator if the request 
contains substantiating data to justify the 
increase for that operator. 


This amendment becomes effective on 
May 14, 1968. 


(Secs. 313(a), 601, 603, Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958; 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1423) 


Issued in Los Angeles, Calif., on May 3, 
1968. 
ARVIN O. BASNIGHT, 
Director, FAA Western Region. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-5687; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


Title 16—COMMERCIAL 


PRACTICES 


Chapter I—Federal Trade 
Commission 


PART 15—ADMINISTRATIVE 
OPINIONS AND RULINGS 


Disclosure of Foreign Origin of 
Nasal Cannula Required 
§ 15.244 Disclosure of foreign origin of 
nasal cannula required. 

The Commission recently advised a re- 
questing party that a medical device 
manufactured in a foreign country from 
domestic designs and made on domestic 
machinery furnished by the US. seller 
should be marked clearly and conspicu- 
ously with the name of the foreign coun- 
try. The marking could be on the device 
itself or on the package but in any event 
the disclosure must be made or attached 
with such permanence to remain on the 
product or container until bought by the 
ultimate purchaser. 

(38 Stat. 717, as amended; 15 U.S.C. 41-58) 

Issued: May 13, 1968. 

By direction of the Commission. 

[SEAL] JOSEPH W. SHEA, 

Secretary. - 


[F.R. Doc. 68-5698; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


FEDERAL 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


PART 15—ADMINISTRATIVE 
OPINIONS AND RULINGS 


Commission Denies Approval of Pro- 
posed Joint Venture Corporation 
Composed of Five Competing Man- 
ufacturers To Bid on Prime Contract 


To Furnish Products of Uniform | 


Specification 


§ 15.245 Commission denies approval of 
proposed joint venture corporation 
composed of five competing manu- 
facturers to bid on prime contract to 
furnish products of uniform specifi- 
cation. 


(a) The Commission issued an ad- 
visory opinion denying approval of a 
proposed joint venture corporation to 
be composed of five manufacturers to 
bid on a large contract that would 
require more extensive facilities than 

by any one of them. The actual 
work on the contract would be performed 
by the five participating companies and 
by others on a_ subcontract basis. 
The five are now actual or potential 
competitors. 

(b) In the opinion of the Commission, 
the proposed joint venture corporation 
composed of competing companies would 
appear to be illegal under Federal anti- 
trust laws as a combination to fix prices 
in contract bids. 


(38 Stat. 717, as amended; 15 U.S.C. 41-58) 
Issued: May 13, 1968. 
By direction of the Commission. 


[SEAL] JOSEPH W. SHEA, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-5699; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


Title 19—CUSTOMS DUTIES 


Chapter I—Bureau of Customs, 
Department of the Treasury 


[T.D. 68-131] 
PART 16—LIQUIDATION OF DUTIES 


Countervailing Duties; Sugar Content 
of Certain Articles From Australia 


Net amount of bounty declared for 
the month of April 1968 for products of 
Australia subject to the countervailing 
duty order published in T.D. 54582. Sec- 
tion 16.24(f), Customs Regulations, 
amended. 


The ‘Treasury Department is in 
receipt of official information that the 
rates of bounties or grants paid or be- 
stowed by the Australian Government 
within the meaning of section 303, Tariff 
Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1303), on the 
exportation during the month of April 
1968, of approved fruit products and 
other approved products containing 
sugar amounts to Australian $115.40 
per 2,240 pounds of sugar content. 

The net amount of bounties or grants 
on the above-described commodities 
which are manufactured or produced in 
Australia is hereby ascertained, deter- 
mined, and declared to be Australian 
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$115.40 per 2,240 pounds of sugar con- 
tent. Additional duties on the above- 
described commodities, except those 
commodities covered by T.D. 55716 (27 
F.R. 9595), whether imported directly 
or indirectly from that country, equal to 
the net amount of the bounty shown 
above shall be assessed and collected. 
The table in § 16.24(f) of the Customs 
Regulations is amended by inserting 
after the last line under “Australia— 
Sugar content of certain articles” the 
number of this Treasury decision in the 
column headed “Treasury Decision” and 
the words “New rate” in the column 
headed “Action.” The table in § 16.24(f) 
is further amended by deleting there- 
from under “Australia—Sugar content of 
certain articles” the number 68—46 in the 
column headed “Treasury Decision” and 
the words “New rate” appearing opposite 
such number in the column headed 
“Action.” 
(R.S. 251, secs. 303, 624, 46 Stat. 687, 759; 
19 U.S.C. 66, 1303, 1624) 


[SEAL] EDWIN F. Rains, 
Acting Commissioner of Customs. 


Approved: May 6, 1968. 
JOSEPH M. BOWMAN, 
Assistant Secretary 

of the Treasury. 


[FP.R. Doc. 68-5713; Filed, May 13, 
8:48 a.m.] 


Title 21—F00D AND DRUGS 


Chapter I—Food and Drug Adminis- 
tration, Department of Health, Edu- 
cation, and Welfare 


SUBCHAPTER B—FOOD AND FOOD PRODUCTS 


PART 120—TOLERANCES AND EX- 
EMPTIONS FROM TOLERANCES 
FOR PESTICIDE CHEMICALS IN OR 
ON RAW AGRICULTURAL COM- 
MODITIES 


Ethyl 4,4’-Dichlorobenzilate 


A petition (PP 8F0685) was filed with 
the Food and Drug Administration by 
the Geigy Chemical Corp., Ardsley, 
N.Y. 10502, proposing the establishment 
of tolerances for negligible residues of 
the insecticide ethyl 4,4’-dichlorobenzi- 
late in or on the raw agricultural com- 
modities cottonseed at 0.5 part per mil- 
lion and walnuts at 0.2 part per million. 

The Secretary of Agriculture has certi- 
fiéd that this pesticide chemical is useful 
for the purposes for which the toler- 
ances are being established. 

Based on consideration given the data 
submitted in the petition, and other rel- 
evant material, the Commissioner of 
Food and Drugs concludes that the tol- 


1968; 


-erances established by this order will 


protect the public health. Therefore, by 
virtue of the authority vested in the 
Secretary of Health, Education, and Wel- 
fare by the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (sec. 408(d) (2), 68 Stat. 
512; 21 U.S.C. 346a(d) (2)) and delegated 
to the Commissioner (21 CFR 2.120), 
§ 120.109 is amended to establish the 
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subject tolerances by revising the para- 
graph “0.5 part per million * * *” and 
by adding a new final paragraph, as 
follows: 


§ 120.109 Ethyl 4,4’-dichlorobenzilate; 
tolerances for residues. 
* > = 7 7 


0.5 part per million in or on cottonseed 
and meat, fat, and meat byproducts of 
cattle and sheep. 

a = * s a 


0.2 part per million in or on walnuts. 


Any person who will be adversely af- 
fected by the foregoing order may at any 
time within 30 days from the date of its 
publication in the FepEeraL REGISTER file 
with the Hearing Clerk, Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare, Room 
5440, 330 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20201, written objec- 
tions thereto, preferably in quintuplicate. 
Objections shall show wherein the per- 
son filing will be adversely affected by 
the order and specify with particularity 
the provisions of the order deemed ob- 
jectionable and the grounds for the ob- 
jections. If a hearing is requested, the 
objections must state the issues for the 
_ hearing. A hearing will be granted if the 
objections are supported by grounds 
legally sufficient to justify the relief 
sought. Objections may be accompanied 
by a memorandum or brief in support 
thereof. 

Effective date. This order shall become 
effective on the date of its publication in 
the FEDERAL REGISTER. 


(Sec. 408(d) (2), 68 Stat. 512; 21 U.S.C. 346a 
(a) (2)) 
Dated: May 6, 1968. 
J. K. Kirk, 


Associated Commissioner 
for Compliance. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-5726; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:50 am.] 


PART 121—FOOD ADDITIVES 


Subpart F—Food Additives Resulting 
From Contact With Containers or 
Equipment and Food Additives 
Otherwise Affecting Food 

4,4’ -ISOPROPYLIDENEDIPHENOL - EPICHLO=- 

ROHYDRIN THERMOSETTING Epoxy RESINS 
The Commissioner of Food and Drugs, 


having evaluated the data in a petition 
(FAP 8B2208) filed by Pittsburgh Plate 


Class Co., 1 Gateway Center, Pittsburgh, 
Pa. 15222, and other relevant material, 
has concluded that the food additive 
regulations should be amended to pro- 
vide for use of a mixture of di- and tri- 
glycidyl esters as optional components 
of thermosetting epoxy resins intended 
for repeated use in contact with alcoholic 
beverages containing not more than 8 
percent of alcohol. Therefore, pursuant 
to the provisions of the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 409(c) (1), 
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72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348(c) (1)). and 
under the authority delegated to the 
Commissioner (21 CFR 2.120), § 121.2585 
(b) is amended to read as follows: 


§ 121.2585 4,4’-Isopropylidenediphenol- 
epicholorohydrin theromsetting 
epoxy resins. 

. ” s s . 


(b) The resin may contain one or more 
of the following optional substances pro- 
vided the quantity used does not exceed 
that reasonably required to accomplish 
the intended effect: 

List of substances 
Allyl glycidyl ether_-. 


Limitations 

As curing system 
additive. 

As modifier at levels 
not to exceed 
equal parts by 
weight of the 4, 
4’-isopropylidene - 
diphenol - epichlo- 
rohydrin basic 
resin and limited 
to use in contact 
with alcoholic 
beverages con- 
taining not more 
than 8 percent of 
alcohol. 

1,2-Epoxy-3-phenoxy- As curing 
propane. additive. 

Glyoxal is 

4,4’ - Isopropylidenedi- 
phenol. 

4,4’ -Methylenediani- 
line. 

m-Phenylenediamine — 

Tetrahydrophthalic 
anhydride. 


s . +. > » 

Any person who will be adversely af- 
fected by the foregoing order may at any 
time within 30 days from the date of its 
publication in the FepERAL REGISTER file 
with the Hearing Clerk, Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare, Room 
5440, 330 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20201, written objec- 
tions thereto, preferably in quintuplicate. 
Objections shall show wherein the person 
filing will be adversely affected by the 
order and specify with particularity the 
provisions of the order deemed objection- 
able and the grounds for the objections. 
If a hearing is requested, the objections 
must state the issues for the hearing. A 
hearing will be granted if the objections 
are supported by grounds legally suffi- 
cient to justify the relief sought. Objec- 
tions may be accompanied by a memo- 
randum or brief in support thereof. 

Effective date. This order shall become 


effective on the date of its publication 
in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 


(Sec. 409(c)(1), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 
348(c) (1)) ’ 
Dated: May 8, 1968. 
J. K. Kirk, 
Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 


[F-R. Doc. 68-5728; Piled, May 13, 1968; 
8:50 am.] 


Di- and tri-glycidyl 
ester mixture result- 
ing from the reac- 
tion of epichlorohy- 
drin with mixed 
dimers and trimers 
of unsaturated C,, 
monobasic fatty 
acids derived from 
animal and vege- 
table fats and oils. 


system 


Title 24— HOUSING AND HOUSING 
CREDIT 


Chapter I!—Federal Housing Admin- 
istration, Department of Housing 
and Urban Development 


SUBCHAPTER C—MUTUAL MORTGAGE INSUR- 
ANCE AND INSURED HOME IMPROVEMENT 
LOANS 


PART 203—-MUTUAL MORTGAGE IN- 
SURANCE AND INSURED HOME IM- 
PROVEMENT LOANS 


Subpart B—Contract Rights and 
Obligations 


SUBCHAPTER L—CONDOMINIUM HOUSING 
INSURANCE 


PART 234—CONDOMINIUM OWN- 
ERSHIP MORTGAGE INSURANCE 


Subpart B—Contract Rights and Obli- 
gations—Individually Owned Units 


MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS 


The following miscellaneous amend- 
ments have been made to this chapter: 


Section 203.379 is amended to read 
as follows: 


§ 203.379 Adjustment for fire, flood, 


earthquake or tornado damage. 


If the property has been damaged by 
fire, flood, earthquake, or tornado, such 
damage shall be repaired prior to con- 
veyance of the property to the Commis- 
sioner, except in the following instances: 

(a) If the prior approval of the 
Commissioner is obtained, the damaged 
property may be conveyed to him or the 
mortgage assigned to him and he shall 
deduct from the insurance benefits his 
estimate of the cost of repairing such 
damage or any insurance recovery re- 
ceived by the mortgagee, whichever 
amount is the greater. 

(b) If the property has been damaged 
by fire and such property was not cov- 
ered by fire insurance at the time of the 
damage, the mortgagee may convey the 
property or assign the mortgage to the 
Commissioner without deduction from 
the insurance benefits for any loss oc- 
casioned by such fire if the following 
conditions are met: 

(1) The property shall have been 
covered by fire insurance at the time the 
mortgage was insured. . 

(2) The fire insurance shall have been 
later canceled or renewal shall have been 
refused by the insuring company. ‘ 

(3) The mortgagee shall have noti- 
fied the Commissioner within 30 days (or 
within such further time as the Commis- 
sioner may approve) of the cancellation 
of the fire insurance or of the refusal of 
the insuring company to renew the fire 
insurance. This notification shall have 
been accompanied by a certification of 
the mortgagee that diligent efforts were 
made, but it was unable to obtain fire 
insurance coverage at reasonably com- 
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petitive rates and that it will continue its 
efforts to obtain adequate fire insurance 
coverage at competitive rates. 

(c) The provisions in paragraph (b) of 
this section shall be applicable with re- 
spect to the insurance of all mortgages 
whether insured prior to May 8, 1968, or 
insured on or after such date. 

(Sec. 211, 52 Stat. 23; 12 U.S.C. 1715b. In- 
terprets or applies sec. 203, 52 Stat. 10, as 
amended; 12 U.S.C. 1709) 


Section 234.270 is amended to read as 
follows: 


§ 234.270 Condition of the multifamily 
structure. 


(a) When a family unit is conveyed or 
a mortgage is assigned to the Commis- 
sioner, the family unit and the common 
areas and facilities designated for the 
particular unit shall be undamaged by 
fire, earthquake, tornado, or boiler ex- 
plosion and undamaged by waste, except 
if the property has been damaged, either 
of the following actions shall be taken: 

(1) The property may be repaired 
prior to its conveyance or prior to the 
assignment of the mortgage to the Com- 
missioner. 

(2) The property may be conveyed or 
the mortgage assigned to the Commis- 
sioner without repairing the damage. In 
such instances, the Commissioner shall 
deduct from the insurance benefits either 
his estimate of the decrease in value of 
the family unit or the amount of any 
insurance recovery received by the mort- 
gagee, whichever is the greater. 

(b) If the property has been damaged 
by fire and such property was not covered 
by fire insurance at the time of the dam- 
age, the mortgagee may convey the 
property or assign the mortgage to the 
Commissioner without deduction from 
the insurance benefits for any loss oc- 
casioned by such fire if the following 
conditions are met: 

(1) The property shall have been cov- 
ered by fire insurance at the time the 
mortgage was insured. 

(2) The fire insurance shall have been 
later cancelled or renewal shall have 
been refused by the insuring company. 

(3) The mortgagee shall have notified 
the Commissioner within 30 days (or 
within such further time as the Commis- 
sioner may approve) of the cancellation 
of the fire insurance or of the refusal of 
the insuring company to renew the fire 
insurance. This notification shall have 
been accompanied by a certification of 
the mortgagee that diligent efforts were 
made, but it was unable to obtain fire 
insurance coverage at reasonably com- 
petitive rates and that it will continue its 
efforts to obtain adequate fire insurance 
coverage at competitive rates. 

(c) The provisions in paragraph (b) of 
this section shall be applicable with re- 
spect to the insurance of all mortgages 
whether insured prior to May 8, 1968, or 
insured on or after such date. 


(Sec. 211, 52 Stat. 23; 12 U.S.C. 1715b. In- 
terprets or applies sec. 234, 75 Stat. 160; 12 
U.S.C. 1715y) 
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Issued at Washington, D.C., May 8, 
1968. 
PuHILip N. BROWNSTEIN, 
Federal Housing Commissioner. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-5707; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


Title 23—LABOR 


Subtitle A—Office of the Secretary of 
Labor 


PART 71—MANPOWER RESEARCH 
AND EVALUATION GRANTS AND 
CONTRACTS 


In accordance with the authority set 
forth below, I hereby amend Title 29 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations by 
establishing a new Part 71 to read as set 
forth herein. As these regulations relate 
solely to agency grants and benefits, 
notice of proposed rule making, public 
participation, and delay in effective date 
are not required by 5 U.S.C. 553. I do not 
believe such participation or delay would 
serve a useful purpose here. Accordingly, 
this new part shall become effective 
immediately. 

Sec. 

71.1 Purpose. 

71.2 Kinds of research and evaluation. 
71.3 Applications. 


AvuTHorITY: The provisions of this Part 71 
issued under 5 U.S.C. 552 and 559; 42 U.S.C. 
2571 et seq.; 42 U.S.C. 2701 et seq.; and 
sec. 441, 81 Stat. 888. 


§ 71.1 Purpose. 


This part describes the kinds of re- 
search and evaluation grants and con- 
tracts that may be obtained from the 
U.S. Department of Labor through the 
Manpower Administration. Its purposes 
are to give interested persons and organi- 
zations information concerning eligibil- 
ity for obtaining such grants and con- 
tracts and how specific information may 
be obtained by those desiring to partici- 
pate. 


§ 71.2 Kinds of research and evaluation. 


(a) Contracts may be awarded under 
Title I of the Manpower Development 
and Training Act (42 U.S.C. 2571 et seq.) 
for the conduct of research in the broad 
areas of manpower resources, require- 
ments, development, utilization, mobility, 
and automation and_ technological 
change, for the purpose of providing 
information which will lead to the devel- 
opment of informed and responsive man- 
power policies and programs. 

(b) Grants may be awarded under 
Title I of the Manpower Development 
and Training Act to academic institu- 
tions to support the development of 
urgently needed manpower research 
talent and the pursuit of long-term pro- 
grams of research on local and national 
manpower problems. 

(c) Grants may be awarded under 
Title I of the Manpower Development 
and Training Act to academic institu- 
tions offering doctoral degrees in areas 
of study which relate to the manpower 
field (such as economics, sociology, psy- 
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chology, education, and the behavioral 
sciences generally) to support disserta- 
tion research of graduate students who 
have completed all requirements for the 
doctoral degree except the dissertation, 
or who will have met these requirements 
before the grant is effective. 

(d) Small grants (up to $15,000 in 
direct costs) may be awarded under Title 
I of the Manpower Development and 
Training Act to public and private non- 
profit academic institutions and research 
organizations to support research proj- 
ects or research-related activities in the 
manpower field. Projects approvable un- 
der this program include; (1) Research 
which explores new fields of inquiry; (2) 
research which explores new methods of 
approach to existing fields of inquiry; 
(3) studies which test the effectiveness 
or feasibility of research projects or pro- 
grams; and (4) syntheses of the current 
state of knowledge in various research 
areas in order to provide guides for 
future programs. In addition, small 
grants may be made in special circum- 
stances to assist the support of research 
projects underwritten by other agencies, 
but which require additional monies to 
assure completion. 

(e) Contracts may be awarded that 
will provide information which will 
improve the overall effectiveness of 
other manpower programs administered 
through the Department of Labor in- 
cluding the following five established 
under the Economic Opportunity Act of 
1964 (42 U.S.C. 2740 and 2763) and a 
sixth established under the Social Secur- 
ity Act (81 Stat. 888): (1) Neighborhood 
Youth Corps (Title I, Part B, section 
123(a) (1) and (2)); (2) Operation 
Mainstream (Title I, Part B, section 
123(a) (3)); (3) New Careers (Title I, 
Part B, section 123(a) (4)); (4) Concen- 
trated Employment Program (Title I, 
Part B, section 123(a)(5)); (5) Special 
Impact Program (Title I, Part D); and 
(6) Work Incentive Programs (Title IV, 
Part C, section 441). 


§ 71.3 Applications. 


(a) Academic institutions, State and 
local government organizations, and 
other organizations and individuals with 
research capabilities in the manpower 
area may submit research or evaluation 
proposals which will be considered in 
the issuance of grants and contracts 
described in § 71.2. 

(b) For specific information on any of 
these research programs, interested per- 
son should refer to ““Manpower Research 
Projects”, an annual publication con- 
taining information on the development 
and current focus of the Manpower Ad- 
ministration’s total research and evalua- 
tion program. This publication contains 
a catalog of studies available under the 
grant and contract research programs 
sponsored by the Manpower Administra- 
tion, guidelines and conditions relevant 
to the submission of applications under 
each program, and a list of the deposi- 
tory locations for completed research 
reports. To obiain a copy of this publica- 
tion (free of charge), write to: Technical 
Information and Publications Staff, 
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Manpower Administration, U.S. Depart- 
ment of Labor, 1730 M Street NW., Room 
407, Washington, D.C. 20210. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., this 7th 
day of May 1968. 
WILLARD WIRTZ, 
Secretary of Labor. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-5682; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


Title 33—POSTAL SERVICE 


Chapter I—Post Office Department 
SUBCHAPTER C—INTERNATIONAL MAIL 


PART 222—RATES AND CONDITIONS 
FOR SPECIFIC CLASSES 


APPENDIX—DIRECTORY OF 
INTERNATIONAL MAIL 


International Postage Rates and Fees 


A notice of proposed rule making was 
published in the FEDERAL REGISTER, 
Saturday, March 23, 1968 (33 F.R. 4926), 
concerning a change in international 
postage rates for books to all countries, 
samples of merchandise to Canada and 
Mexico and packages of merchandise to 
Canada to become effective on June 1, 
1968. Interested persons were given 30 
days in which to submit written memos, 
data, and arguments concerning the 
proposals. 

After careful consideration of the com- 
ments received, the Department has de- 
cided to adopt the postage rate changes 
with the following modification: Sheet 
music will be retained in the book-rate 
category and not placed under the gen- 
eral printed matter rate as previously 
proposed. Accordingly, the following 
amendments are made to Title 39, Code 
of Federal Regulations, to codify these 
new rates which are effective June 16, 
1968: 

I. In Part 222 make the following 
changes: 

A. In § 222.4, paragraph (a) (1) (ii) is 
revised to reflect new postage rates for 
books and sheet music to all countries: 


§ 222.4 Printed matter. 


(a) Rates—(1) Surface. Surface rates 
for printed matter are as follows: 


. = = . 


(ii) Books and sheet music. The rates 
on books meeting the qualifications in 
§ 135.2(a) (4) (i) of this chapter and on 
printed sheet music are: 

(a) To Argentina, Bolivia, Brazil, Can- 
ada, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cuba, 
Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salva- 
dor, Guatemala, Haiti, Republic of Hon- 
duras, Mexico, Nicaragua, Panama, 
Paraguay, Peru, Uruguay, and Vene- 
zuela—14 cents for the first 10 ounces and 


1 cent for each additional 2 ounces or 
fraction. 


(b) To all other countries—T4 cents 
for the first 10 ounces and 14% cents for 
each additional 2 ounces or fraction. 


= o * : . 


Note: The corresponding Postal Manual 
section is 222.411b. 
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B. In § 222.6, paragraph (a) (1) is re- 
vised to show the new surface rates for 
samples of merchandise to Canada and 
Mexico. 


§ 222.6 Samples of merchandise. 


(a) Rates—(1) Surface. Surface rates 
for samples of merchandise to Canada 
and Mexico are 6 cents for the first 2 
ounces and 2 cents for each additional 
ounce or fraction, with a minimum 
charge of 12 cents. To all other countries 
the rates are 6 cents for the first 2 ounces 
and 4 cents for each additional 2 ounces 
or fraction, with a minimum charge of 13 
cents. 


+ = o * * 


Note: The corresponding Postal Manual 
section is 222.611. 


II. In the appendix to Subchapter C— 
The Directory of International Mail, 
make the following changes: 

A. Tables V and VI in Chart 2 in the 
front of the appendix are revised to re- 
flect new surface postage rates for 
printed books and sheet music to coun- 
tries of the Postal Union of the Americas. 


Chart 2—READY REFERENCE TABLES 
OF POSTAGE ON POSTAL UNION 
SURFACE MAIL 


. > * - . 

TABLE V—SvURFACE RATES FOR PRINTED BooKs 
AND SHEET Music To— 

Guatemala. 

Haiti. 

Republic of 

Honduras. 

Mexico, 

Nicaragua. 

Panama. 

Paraguay. 

Peru. 

Uruguay. 

Venezuela. 


Argentina. 
Bolivia. 
Brazil. 
Canada. 
Chile. 
Colombia. 
Costa Rica. 
Cuba. 
Dominican Republic. 
Ecuador. 

El Salvador. 


(SEE CHART 1, TABLE I. FOR WEIGHT LIMITS) 


(Rates: 14 cents first 10 ounces; 1 cent each additional 2 
ounces) 


Lbs. Os. Rate| Lbs. Os. Rate} Lbs. Os: Rate 
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To determine the postage for packages of 
books or sheet music weighing over 11 
pounds, compute the rate for the pounds 
alone at 8 cents per pound. If there are no 
remaining ounces, add 9 cents; if there are 
remaining ounces, determine the rate for 


them from the following scale and add to 
the rate for the pounds: 


1 to 2 ounces—add 10 cents. 

3 to 4 ounces—add 11 cents. 

5 to 6 ounces—add 12 cents. 

7 to 8 ounces—add 13 cents. 

9 to 10 ounces—add 14 cents. 

11 to 12 ounces—add 15 cents. 

13 to 14 ounces—add 16 cents. 

Over 14 ounces—consider full pound. 


EXAMPLES. (1) Package weighing 21 
pounds: Compute the rate at 8 cents per 
pound (8 cents 21 pounds=$1.68) and add 
9 cents, finding the rate to be $1.77. (2) 
Package weighing 21 pounds 5 ounces: Com- 
pute the rate at 8 cents per pound (8 cents x 
21 pounds=$1.68) and add the rate shown 
in the scale above for the 5 ounces (12 cents), 
finding the rate to be $1.80. 


TABLE VI.—SuRFACE RATES FOR PRINTED BOOKS AND 
SHEET Music Not LIsTED IN TABLE V 


(SEE CHART 1, TABLE Il FOR WEIGHT LIMITS) 


(Rate 14 cents first 10 ounces; 14% cents each additional 
2 ounces) 





Lbs. Oz. Rate} Lbs. Os. Rate| Lbs. Oz. Rate 
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To determine the postage for packages of 
books or sheet music weighing over 11 pounds 
addressed to Spain and Spanish possesions, 
compute the rate for the pounds alone at 12 
cents per pound. If there are no remaining 
ounces, add 6% cents; if there are remaining 
ounces, determine the rate for them from the 
following scale and add to the rate for the 
pounds: 

1 to 2 ounces—add 8 cents. 

3 to 4 ounces—add 9% cents. 

5 to 6 ounces—add 11 cents. 

7 to 8 ounces—add 12% cents. 

9 to 10 ounces—add 14 cents. 

11 to 12 ounces—add 15% cents. 

13 to 14 ounces—add 17 cents. 

Over 14 ounces—consider full pound. 


EXAMPLES. (1) Package weighing 21 
pounds. Compute the rate at 12 cents per 
pound (12 centsxX21 pounds=$2.52) and 
add 6% cents, finding the rate to be $2.5814. 
(2) Package weighing 21 pounds 5 ounces: 
Compute the rate at 12 cents per pound 
(12 centsx21 pounds=$2.52) and add the 
rate shown in the scale above for the 5 


ounces (11 cents), finding the rate to be 
$2.63. 


B. In the individual country items, the 
item Surface rates under Postal Union 
Mail under the country item Canada is 
revised to reflect new surface rates for 
packages of merchandise. 
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Postal Union Mail 


Surface rates. See Chart 1 and Chart 
2 reference tables. 

Packages of merchandise not exceeding 
8 ounces in weight are mailable at rates 
of 12 cents for 5 ounces or less, 14 cents 
for 6 ounces, 16 cents for 7 ounces and 
18 cents for 8 ounces. These packages 
are treated as “Other Articles” (AO 
mail), must be unsealed, and, like letter 
packages containing merchandise, must 
bear a completed customs label, Form 
2976 (see § 221.4 of this chapter). An 
invoice or a completed paper customs 
declaration, Form 2976—A, must be en- 
closed in commercial packages. 

See “Observations” concerning mail 
for overseas Canadian armed forces. 

. . > > = 


(5 U.S.C. 301, 39 U.S.C. 501, 505) 


Tmotuy J. May, 
General Counsel. 


May 9, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-5703; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:45 am.] 


Title 41 —PUBLIC CONTRACTS 
AND PROPERTY MANAGEMENT 


Chapter 9—Atomic Energy 
Commission 


PART 9-4—SPECIAL TYPES AND 
METHODS OF PROCUREMENT 


Subpart 9—4.54—Contracts and Sub- 
contracts Utilizing Uranium En- 
riched in the Isotope U*** 


PART 9—16—PROCUREMENT FORMS 
Subpart 9-16.50—Contract Outlines 


MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS 

Subpart 9-4.54 is revised to permit the 
application of use charge credits allowed 
in connection with uranium enriched in 
the isotope U™ furnished for Govern- 
ment contracts and subcontracts to any 
use charges incurred under the lease 
agreement, and Subpart 9-16.50 is 
amended to delete the outline of agree- 
ment for supply of enriched uranium 
(nonsection 53 material). 

1. The title of Subpart 9-4.54, Con- 
tracts and Subcontracts Utilizing En- 
riched Uranium (Nonsection 53), is re- 
vised to read as set forth above. 

2. Section 9-4.5400, Scope of subpart, 
is revised to read as follows: 


§ 9-4.5400 Scope of subpart. 

This subpart sets forth the policies and 
procedures of the Atomic Energy Com- 
mission for furnishing uranium enriched 
in the isotope U™ under a lease agree- 
ment for use under AEC fixed-price con- 
tracts or subcontracts in any tier (when 
the contractor or subcontractor is 
licensed by AEC to possess and use the 
uranium enriched in the isotope U™), 
which call for the production of uranium 
products enriched in the isotope U™, 
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including fabrication and conversion, for 
Government use. This subpart also sets 
forth policies limiting the use of cost- 
type contracts and subcontracts (where 
all higher-tier arrangements are cost- 
type) for such purposes, as well as for 
scrap recovery services. 

3. Section 9-4.5401, Use of supply 
agreement, is revised to read as follows: 


§ 9-4.5401 Use of lease agreement. 


(a) Uranium enriched in the isotope 
U™ shall be furnished under AEC fixed- 
price prime contracts and fixed-price 
subcontracts subject to this subpart only 
pursuant to a standard form lease agree- 
ment executed and administered by the 
AEC Oak Ridge Operations Office, Post 
Office Box E, Oak Ridge, Tenn. 37830. 

(b) Any exception to the financial re- 
sponsibility of contractors and subcon- 
tractors for Government-furnished ura- 
nium enriched in the istotope U™ pro- 
vided for in the standard contract article 
AECPR 94.5402 and in the standard 
form lease agreement shall be made only 
with the approval of the Director, Divi- 
sion of Contracts, Headquarters. 

4. In § 9-4.5402, Contract article cov- 
ering enriched uranium, the title, intro- 
ductory paragraph, and paragraphs (a), 
(b), (c), (d), and subparagraphs (e) (1) 
and (4) of the contract article are revise 
to read as follows: : 


§ 9-4.5402 Contract article covering 
uranium enriched in the isotope U*. 


Fixed-price contracts and fixed-price 
subcontracts involving uranium enriched 
in the isotope U™ to be furnished to the 
contractor or subcontractor pursuant to 
the lease agreement referred to in § 9- 
4.5401 shall include an article substan- 
tially as follows: 


STANDARD CONTRACT ARTICLE COVERING SPECIAL 
NUCLEAR MATERIAL (ENRICHED URANIUM) 


(a) Except as otherwise agreed, all uranium 
enriched in the isotope U™ (hereinafter re- 
ferred to as enriched uranium) used in the 
performance of this contract shall be 
material owned by the AEC which is obtained 
under a standard form AEC Lease Agreement 
(hereinafter referred to as the “Lease 
Agreement”). 

(b) The contractor shall be responsible 
for obtaining the enriched uranium required 
in the performance of this contract, includ- 
ing making arrangements for and/or execu- 
tion of a Lease Agreement to enable the 
contractor and all subcontractors to order 
and possess enriched uranium for the pur- 
poses of this contract. Except as otherwise 
provided in this contract, the terms and 
conditions of the Lease Agreement shall 
govern with respect to all enriched uranium 
utilized, or to be utilized, in the performance 
of this contract. The Government shall not 
be responsible for any delays or liable for 
any damages resulting from the contractor’s 
failure or inability to obtain such material; 
or resulting from cancellation of said Lease 
Agreement. If enriched uranium required in 
the performance of this contract is furnished 
by the Commission under the Lease Agree- 
ment, and if the term of such Lease Agree- 
ment would otherwise expire during the 
period of performance of this contract, the 
Commission may extend the term of the 
Lease Agreement to permit use of such 
material for completion of performance of 
work under this contract, or will make other 
arrangements to furnish such material pur- 
suant to this contract. 
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(c) Nothing herein shall require the con- 
tractor to assume lease responsibility for any 
special nuclear material which is otherwise 
subject to and covered by a Lease Agreement. 

(ad) The Contracting Officer will furnish 
to the contractor and/or subcontractors, 
upon compliance with (e)(1) below, credit 
memoranda equal to the total amount of 
use charge credits provided for in this con- 
tract, which, subject to the conditions 
hereinafter provided, may be utilized in 
payment of use charges due or which may 
become due for special nuclear material pur- 
suant to a Lease Agreement. 

(e) The conditions applicable to the is- 
suance and redemption of use charge credit 
memoranda are: _ 

(1) The contractor shall submit applica- 
tions for all use charge credits for the 
performance of work under this contract, 
and each such application shall specify the 
Lease Agreement number to which the credit 
is to be issued. The contractor shall certify 
in each such application that it pertains 
to work under this contract and is true and 
correct to the best of his knowledge and 
belief. If such credit or a portion thereof 
is to be issued to a subcontractor under this 
contract, the contractor shall specify in his 
application the amount of such credit and 
the Lease Agreement number and subcon- 
tractor to which the credit is to be issued. 


(4) The credit memoranda provided for 
in this article may be used only by the person 
to whom issued in payment of use charges 
due from such person under a Lease Agree- 
ment. It is expressly understood and agreed 
that such credit memoranda are not nego- 
tiable; may not be transferred to or utilized 
by any other person; and are not redeem- 
able in cash. They may not be used in pay- 
ment of any charges due under any other 
agreement for special nuclear material; nor 
in payment of any other obligation to the 
Government. 


5. Section 9-4.5403, Invitations for bids 


and requests for proposals, is revised to 
read as follows: 


§ 9-4.5403 Invitations for bids and re- 
quests for proposals. 


Invitations for bids or requests for 
proposals which will result in a fixed- 
price contract or fixed-price subcontract 
involving uranium enriched in the iso- 
tope U*™ to be furnished under the 
Lease Agreement referred to in § 94.5401 
shall contain as a term or condition of 
such invitation to bid or request for pro- 
posals the following paragraph: 


Bidders (proposers) shall be responsible 
for obtaining under the terms and conditions 
of a standard lease agreement administered 
by AEC Oak Ridge Operations Office, urani- 
um enriched in the isotope U** (hereinafter 
referred to as enriched uranium) necessary 
for the performance of any resulting contract 
(or subcontract). The lease agreement re- 
quires the payment of a use charge for the 
enriched uranium subject to the agreement. 
However, Article of the proposed con- 
tract, attached hereto, provides for the issu- 
ance by the contracting officers of a use 
charge credit applicable to work under the 
proposed contract. Bids (proposals) shall sep- 
arately state, based on the quantity of mate- 
rial and the time (including the time neces- 
sary for recovery of scrap) required for the 
performance of the contract (or subcon- 
tract): (1) the Total dollar amount of use 
charge credit, such total to include all use 
charge credits, if any, to lower-tier subcon- 
tractors; and (2) the total dollar amount of 
cash bids (quotation) price (the difference 
between the total bid and the total dollar 
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amount of use charge credit) to be paid to 
the contractor (subcontractor). Bids (pro- 
posals) will be evaluated on the basis of the 
total sum of the total dollar amount of use 
charge credit (including all use charge cred- 
its to lower-tier subcontractors) specified by 
the bidder (proposer) and the cash bid (quo- 
tation) price. In addition to any other right 
of rejection of bids (proposals) provided for 
herein, the Government (contractor) specifi- 
cally reserves the right to reject any bid (pro- 
posal) if, in the judgment of the contracting 
officer (representative of the contractor), the 
total bid (proposal) is excessive or the 
amount of the use charge credit specified is 
either unreasonably high or low in relation 
to the quantity of enriched uranium required 
and the time required for performance of 
the proposed contract. 


6. Section 9-4.5404, Contracts and sub- 
contracts for fabrication, conversion, 
and scrap recovery, is revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 9-4.5404 Contracts and subcontracts 
for fabrication, conversion, and 
scrap recovery. 

(a) Contracts and subcontracts for 
fabrication of end items using uranium 
enriched in the isotope U™ generally 
shall be of the fixed-price type. Cost-type 
contracts or subcontracts for fabrication 
shall be used only with the approval of 
the Manager of the Field Office, and 
this approval authority shall not be 
redelegated. 

(b) Contracts and subcontracts for 
conversion or scrap recovery of uranium 
enriched in the isotope U™ shall be of a 
fixed-price type except as otherwise ap- 
proved by the Director, Division of Con- 
tracts, Headquarters. 


§ 9-16.5002-15 [Deleted] 


7. Section 9-16.5002-15, Outline of 
agreement for supply of enriched urani- 
um (nonsection 53 material) is deleted. 
(Sec. 161, Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as 
amended, 68 Stat. 948, 42 U.S.C. 2201; sec. 205, 
Federal Property and Administrative Services 
Act of 1949, as amended, 63 Stat. 390, 40 
US.C. 486) 


Effective Date. These amendments are 
effective July 1, 1968. 


Dated at Germantown, Md., this 8th 
day of May 1968. 
For the U.S. Atomic Energy Commis- 
sion. 
JOSEPH L. SMITH, 
Director, Division of Contracts. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-5667; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


Title 46—SHIPPING 


Chapter 1V—Federal Maritime 
Commission 


SUBCHAPTER B—REGULATIONS AFFECTING MAR- 
ITIME CARRIERS AND RELATED ACTIVITIES 


[Docket No. 68-4; General Order 23] 


PART 524—EXEMPTION OF NONEX- 
CLUSIVE TRANSSHIPMENT AGREE- 
MENTS FROM THE APPROVAL RE- 
QUIREMENTS OF SECTION 15, 
SHIPPING ACT, 1916 


This proceeding was instituted by 
notice of proposed rule making published 
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in the FepERAL REGISTER on January 19, 
1968 (33 F.R. 701-702), for the purpose 
of the promulgation of a rule which 
would exempt nonexclusive transship- 
ment agreements from the approval re- 
quirements of section 15 of the Shipping 
Act, 1916. Three common carriers by 
water, a group of shipowners and three 
conferences have commented upon the 
rule proposed in that notice. No party 
opposes the principle of the Commis- 
sion’s not requiring approval of non- 
exclusive transshipment agreements, but 
various parties suggest modifications in 
the language, if promulgated, of a rule 
which would relieve such agreements of 
approval requirements. 

The Commission has carefully con- 
sidered the comments of these parties as 
well as those of its Bureau of Compliance, 
Office of Hearing Counsel, which partici- 
pated in this proceeding pursuant to the 
notice of proposed rule making, and in 
the light thereof herewith adopts its 
final rules. 

Contentions were made by various 
parties that the Commission lacks juris- 
diction over the carrier parties to the 
transshipment agreements which do not 
actually call at American ports and that 
nonexclusive transshipment agreements 
are not subject to section 15 because they 
are not “anticompetitive”. The carriers 
in foreign commerce which are parties 
to transshipment agreements which have 
origin and/or destination ports in the 
United States are subject to the Shipping 
Act because they are “engaged in trans- 
portation by water of * * * property 
between the United States * * * anda 
foreign country in the import or export 
trade” within the meaning of the Ship- 
ping Act (see Transshipment Agreement 
Indonesia/United States, 10 F.M.C. 183 
(1966) and Transshipment Agreement 
Between S. Thailand and US., 10 F.M.C. 
199 (1966)). Although nonexclusive 
transshipment agreements may not be 
“anticompetitive” in the same sense as 
exclusive transshipment agreements, 
they nevertheless have an impact upon 
competition to the extent that those en- 
tering into such agreements have an ad- 
vantage inasmuch as they are able to 
provide a service which those not enter- 
ing into such agreements could not law- 
fully provide in the absence of an ap- 
proved agreement. The Supreme Court 
of the United States has recently stated 
that the Commission’s scope of authority 
under section 15 of the Shipping Act ex- 
tends to all agreements between carriers 
falling within the literal language of 
section 15 and not exempted by the Com- 
mission (see Volkswagenwerk v. FMC, 
decided Mar. 6, 1968, slip opinion pages 
11-15). 

Therefore, the suggestion by the 
parties of the deletion of language in 
§ 524.1 which indicates that nonexclusive 
transshipment agreements are subject to 
section 15 unless exempted must be 
rejected. 

The Committee of European Shipown- 
ers suggests that language be included 
in the exemption provisions stating that 
exempted agreements are not in viola- 
tion of the antitrust laws. The addition of 
such language would be contrary to the 


whole system of regulation whereby car- 
riers must secure approval of agreements 
before they are granted antitrust im- 
munity and therefore the suggestion is 
rejected. The proposed rules specifically 
provide submission for approval of ex- 
empted agreements at the carriers’ op- 
tion if they desire such immunity. A 
suggestion is made by Sea-Land Service, 
Inc., that nonexclusive transshipment 
agreements should not be subject to 
either the filing or approval requirements 
of section 15. The Commission believes, 
however, that it must keep itself in- 
formed of the coverage of transshipment 
agreements and therefore the sugges- 
tion is rejected. 

Various other modifications and revi- 
sions of the proposed rules have been 
requested by the parties and have been 
incorporated in the final rule promul- 
gated here. These include the language 
suggested by Sea-Land to show that 
transshipment agreements may involve 
through rates which are combinations of 
local rates as well as through rates which 
are joint rates; the addition of a para- 
graph suggested by Sea-Land relating to 
liability as between participating car- 
riers, which has been made optional as 
not essential to the carrying out of the 
Commission’s purposes; alternate provi- 
sion to § 524.3(b) suggested by Lykes 
Bros. Steamship Co., Inc., which would 
allow one carrier party unilaterally to 
file a memorandum of the rates and 
terms of the transshipment agreement 
as an alternative to a copy of the agree- 
ment signed by both parties, which 
alternative means of filing is adequate 
to insure that the Commission will have 
information as to the terms of trans- 
shipment agreements; and various word- 
ing changes suggested by the Continen- 
tal North Atlantic Westbound Freight 
Conference,’the French North Atlantic 
Westbound Freight Conference and the 
Marseilles/North Atlantic U.S.A. Freight 
Conference which clarify the proposed 
rule. A slight modification has been made 
in the language suggested by the confer- 
ences aS a modification of proposed 
§ 524.4(7). The purpose of the modifica- 
tion suggested by the conferences was to 
allow an agreement to remain in effect 
when the tariff pursuant to which it was 
filed was superseded by a tariff contain- 
ing the same applicable rules and regu- 
lations. However, the suggested lan- 
guage speaks of a tariff which is super- 
seded by a tariff containing “the same 
terms, conditions, rules, regulations, and 
transshipment rules” as the tariff which 
it supersedes. The use of the words 
“transshipment rules’ appears to be 
redundant inasmuch as the word rules 
is already contained in the suggested 
revision and may have been a typograph- 
ical error. At any rate, the words “trans- 
shipment routes” is more appropriate 
inasmuch as a change in a transship- 
ment route should necessitate the filing 
of a new transshipment agreement, and 
the words “transshipment routes” are 
substituted for the suggested “transship- 
ment rules” in the rule as promulgated 
here. 
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Therefore, inasmuch as no party 
objects to the Commission's not requiring 
approval of nonexclusive transshipment 
agreements and there appearing no regu- 
latory purpose for the Commission to re- 
quire such approval because of the in- 
consequential effect upon the commerce 
of the United States of such agreements, 
the Commission finds pursuant to section 
35 of the Shipping Act, 1916 (46 U.S.C. 
833(a)) that such exemption will not 
substantially impair effective regulation 
by the Federal Maritime Commission, be 
unjustly discriminatory, or be detri- 
mental to commerce. Therefore, pur- 
suant to section 4 of the Administrative 
Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 553) and sec- 
tions 15, 35, and 43 of the Shipping Act, 
1916 (46 U.S.C. 814, 833a, and 84la), 
Title 46 CFR is amended by adding a 
new part as follows: 

Sec. 

§24.1 
524.2 
524.3 


Statement of policy and purpose. 

Definition. 

Conditions to be met to obtain exemp- 
tion from the requirements of com- 
mission approval. 

Form of connecting carrier agreement. 

Termination of approved transship- 
ment agreements. 

Compliance with the filing and ap- 
proval requirements of section 15. 


AvutTnHoriry: The provisions of this Part 524 
are issued under secs. 15, 35, and 43, Shipping 
Act, 1916 (46 U.S.C. 814, 833a, and 84la). 


524.4 
524.5 


524.6 


§ 524.1 Statement of policy and pur- 
pose. 


Section 35 of the Shipping Act, 1916, 
provides that the Commission, upon ap- 
plication or on its own motion, may by 
order or rule exempt for the future any 
class of agreements between persons 
subject to the Act, or any specified activ- 
ity of such persons from any requirement 
of the Shipping Act, 1916, or the Inter- 
coastal Shipping Act, 1933, where it finds 
that such exemption will not substan- 
tially impair effective regulation by the 
Federal Maritime Commission, be un- 
justly discriminatory, or be detrimental 
to commerce. 


§ 524.2 Definition. 


A nonexclusive transshipment agree- 
ment for the purpose of this Part is an 
agreement between a carrier serving a 
port of origin and a carrier serving 
a port of destination to establish a 
through rate between such ports, which 
agreement does not prohibit either 
carrier from entering into similar agree- 
ments with other carriers. 


§ 524.3 Conditions to be met to obtain 
exemption from the requirements of 
commission approval. 


(a) Conference agreements shall be 
modified, where necessary, to provide for 
transshipment arrangements within the 
scope of the applicable conference. 

(b) Connecting carrier agreements 
shall be executed between the parties to 
the transshipment arrangement in the 
form set forth in § 524.4 and filed with 
the Commission for information but not 
for approval, or one party to the agree- 
ment may set forth a memorandum of 
rates and terms in substantially the same 
form as that provided below. In such 
case, the signature of the other carrier is 
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not required. Two (2) copies shall be re- 
quired for informational purposes. 

(c) The applicable tariff or tariffs 
shall provide: 

(1) The through rate; 

(2) The routings (origin, transship- 
ment and destination ports); additional 
charges, if any (i.e. port arbitrary and/or 
additional transshipment charges) ; and 
participating carriers; and 

(3) A tariff provision substantially as 
follows: The rules, regulations, and rates 
in this tariff apply to all transshipment 
arrangements between the publishing 
carrier or carriers and the participating 
connecting or feeder carrier. Participat- 
ing connecting or feeder carriers, party 
to transshipment arrangements, have 
agreed to observe the rules, regulations, 
rates, and routings established herein as 
evidenced by a connecting carrier agree- 
ment on file with the Commission. 


§ 524.4 Form of connecting 
agreement, 

Form of connecting carrier agreement 
which must be filed with the Commis- 
sion is as follows: 

CONNECTING CARRIER AGREEMENT No. ...-.-.. 


SOU TRIO. cicisstatvcdssinienintaiintiipanate 
(herein referred to as- the publishing carrier), 
(herein referred 


carrier 


to as the connecting carrier). 
1. This agreement covers and is restricted 
to the transportation of 


(General cargo or specified commodities) 
under through bills of lading issued by the 
qdideacmiimaiiuiuamaaaaiien carrier m the trade 
from/between ports im -.---.---..--. to/and 
Co with transshipment at 

2. The connecting carrier, insofar as its 
functions under this agreement are con- 
cerned, concurs in and shall comply with all 
the terms, conditions, rates, rules, regula- 
tions and transshipment routes of the = 
plicable tariff(s) published by ----...--.- 

(Carrier) 

identified as ....-......- ; and filed with the 
(Tariff name) 

Commission pursuant to section 18 (a) or 

(b) of the Shipping Act, 1916. 


or 


2. The carriers party to this agreement 
shall comply with all terms, conditions, rates, 
rules and regulations of their respectively 
applicable tariffs filed with the Commission 
pursuant to section 18 (a) or (b) of the 
Shipping Act, 1916 or section 2 of the Inter- 
coastal Shipping Act, 1933, and identified in 
paragraph 3 hereunder. 

3. The through rate shall be apportioned 
on the basis of -...-- percent to the publish- 
ing carrier and percent to the con- 
necting carrier.* 

4. The expenses of transshipment of such 
cargo shall be absorbed on the basis of 
eee percent by the publishing carrier and 
percent by the connecting carrier.* 

5. This agreement does not bind any of 
the parties hereto to transship exclusively 
with the other. 


6. Any party to this agreement may termi- 
nate its participation herein by giving thirty 
(30), sixty (60), or ninety (90) days’ writ- 
ten notice to the other. A copy of such notice 
shall be promptly dispatched to the Commis- 
sion. 


1 Variable—paragraphs 3 and 4 may be 
expanded to show more detail or minimum 
revenue to one party. 
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7. This agreement shall terminate concur- 
rently with the cancellation of the tariff 
referred to in clause 2 above, unless such 
tariff is superseded by a tariff containing the 
same terms, conditions, rules, and regula- 
tions, and transshipment routes as the tariff 
which it supersedes and cancels. 

8. This agreement and/or any modification 
thereof shall not be effective prior to the 
effective date of the applicable tariff(s), and 
supersedes approved Federal Maritime Com- 
mission Agreement No. ..-.-.--. 

9. (Optional) Each carrier will indemnify 
and hold the other carrier harmless from all 
expenses and liabilities it may incur which 
in any way may arise from or be connected 
with any loss, damage, delay or misdelivery 
of goods while in the possession or cus- 
tody of such other carrier under this agree- 
ment except such loss, damage, delay or mis- 
delivery which is directly attributable to the 
neglect or willful misconduct of the other 
carrier, its agents, servants or employees. 

Dated at this day 


eC ES RPA NY ET ere res 
(Name and title) 
CONNECTING CARRIER 
OOD cnisccisihes necesita ia taamaamusinsanaall 
(Name and title) 
§ 524.5 Termination of approved trans- 


shipment agreements. 


Approved transshipment agreements 
now on file with the Commission may 
be terminated and the transshipment 
operations continued pursuant to the 
requirements of this part. 


§ 524.6 Compliance with the filing and 
approval requirements of section 15. 


Notwithstanding the exemption pro- 
visions of this part, persons subject to 
section 15 who nevertheless desire 
Commission approval of transshipment 
agreements may continue to file such 
agreements with the Commission for 
section 15 determination and approval in 
accordance with currently applicable 
procedures. 


Effective date: Since these rules grant 
an exemption from current requirements, 
they shall be effective upon publication 
in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] THomas LIsI, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-5732; Piled, May 13, 1968; 


8:50 a.m.] 


Title 7—AGRICULTURE 


Chapter IX—Consumer and Market- 
ing Service (Marketing Agreements 
and Orders; Fruits, Vegetables, 
Nuts), Department of Agriculture 

[Peach Reg. 1] 


PART 918—FRESH PEACHES GROWN 
IN GEORGIA 
Limitation of Shipments 
Findings. (1) Pursuant to the market- 
ing agreement, as amended, and Order 
No. 918, as amended (7 CFR Part 918), 
regulating the handling of fresh peaches 
grown in the State of Georgia, effective 
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under the applicable provisions of the 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act 
of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), 
and upon the basis of the recommenda- 
tion of the Industry Committee, estab- 
lished under the aforesaid amended 
marketing agreement and order, and 
upon other available information, it is 
hereby found that this regulation will 
tend to effectuate the declared policy of 
the act with respect to shipments of 
fresh peaches grown in the State of 
Georgia. 

(2) It is hereby found that it is im- 
practicable, unnecessary, and contrary 
to the public interest to give preliminary 
notice, engage in public rule-making pro- 
cedure, and postpone the effective time 
of this regulation until 30 days after 
publication thereof in the FEDERAL REG- 
ISTER (5 U.S.C. 553) because the time 
intervening between the date when in- 
formation upon which this regulation 
is based became available and the time 
when this regulation must become ef- 
fective in order to effectuate the declared 
policy of the act is insufficient; a reason- 
able time is permitted, under the circum- 
stances, for preparation for such effec- 
tive time; and good cause exists 
for making the provisions hereof effec- 
tive not later than May 14, 1968. The 
Committee held a meeting on May 7, 
1968, after giving due notice thereof, to 
consider supply and market conditions 
for fresh peaches grown in Georgia, and 
the need for regulation; interested per- 
sons were afforded an opportunity to 
submit information and views at this 
meeting; the recommendation and sup- 
porting information for regulation dur- 
ing the period specified herein were 
promptly submitted to the Department; 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


necessary supplemental data for consid- 
eration in connection with the specifica- 
tions of the provisions were not available 
until May 10, 1968, following an unas- 
sembled meeting of the committee on 
that date; the provisions of this regula- 
tion, including its effective time, are 
identical with the aforesaid recommen- 
dation of the committee, and informa- 
tion concerning such provisions and ef- 
fective time has been disseminated 
among handlers of such peaches. Ship- 
ments of the early varieties of the cur- 
rent crop of peaches are expected to be- 
gin on or about May 15, 1968, and this 
regulation should be applicable, inso- 
far as practicable, to all shipments of 
such peaches in order to effectuate the 
declared policy of the act; and compli- 
ance with this regulation will not require 
of handlers any preparation therefor 
which cannot be completed by the ef- 
fective time hereof. 


§ 918.310 Peach Regulation 1. 


(a) Order: (1) During the period May 
14, 1968, through August 31, 1968, no 
handler shall ship (except peaches in 
bulk to destinations in the adjacent 
markets) any peaches which do not 
grade at least 85 percent U.S. No. 1 
quality: Provided, That peaches with 
well healed hail marks, split pits that 
are not scored as serious damage, and not 
more than 1 percent decay may be 
shipped if they otherwise meet the re- 
quirements of this subparagraph. 

(2) During the period May 14, 1968, 
through May 19, 1968, no handler shall 
ship (except peaches in bulk to destina- 
tions in the adjacent markets) any 
peaches which are smaller than 1% 
inches in diameter, except that not more 
than 10 percent, by count, of such 


peaches in any bulk lot or any lot of 
packages, and not more than 15 per- 
cent, by count, of such peaches in any 
container in such lot, may be smaller 
than 134 inches in diameter. 

(3) During the period May 20, 1968, 
through August 31, 1968, no handler 
shall ship (except peaches in bulk to 
destinations in the adjacent markets) 
any peaches which are smaller than 17% 
inches in diameter, except that not more 
than 10 percent, by count, of such 
peaches in any bulk lot or any lot of 
packages, and not more than 15 percent, 
by count, or such peaches in any con- 
tainer in such lot, may be smaller than 
1% inches in diameter. 

(b) The inspection requirement con- 
tained in § 918.64 shall not be applicable 
to any shipment of peaches in bulk to 
destinations in the adjacent markets 
during the period specified in paragraph 
(a) (1) of this section. 

(c) When used herein, the terms “han- 
dler,” “adjacent markets,” “peaches,” 
“peaches in bulk,” and “ship” shall have 
the same meaning as when used in the 
aforesaid amended marketing agreement 
and order, and the terms “U.S. No. 1” 
and “diameter” shall have the same 
meaning as when used in the revised 
U.S. Standards for Peaches (§§ 51.1210— 
51.1223 of this title). 


(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 


Dated: May 10, 1968. 


Pavut A. NICHOLSON, 
Acting Director, Fruit and Veg- 
etable Division, Consumer and 
Marketing Service. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-5841; Filed, May 13, 
11:15 a.m.] 


1968; 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


Bureau of Land Management 
[43 CFR Part 3180] 


RENTAL REQUIRED ON SULPHUR 
PROSPECTING PERMITS 


Notice of Proposed Rule Making 


Basis and purpose. Notice is hereby 
given that pursuant to the authority 
vested in the Secretary of the Interior 
by the Act of February 25, 1920 (41 Stat. 
437, as amended, 30 U.S.C. secs. 181-184, 
185-194, 271-276), it is proposed to 
amend the hereinafter enumerated sec- 
tions of Title 43, Code of Federal Regu- 
lations, as indicated. The purpose of the 
amendment is to establish a minimum 
rental rate for sulphur prospecting per- 
mits, to require the full payment of the 
first year’s rental to accompany the 
application, and to require annual pay- 
ment of rental to be made on or before 
the anniversary date of the permit. 

It is the policy of the Department of 
the Interior whenever practicable, to 
afford the public an opportunity to par- 
ticipate in the rule-making process. 
Accordingly, interested persons may sub- 
mit written comments, suggestions, or 
objections with respect to the proposed 
amendment to the Bureau of Land Man- 
agement, Washington, D.C. 20240, within 
thirty (30) days of the date of publica- 
tion of this notice in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER. 


Section 3182.1 is amended to read as 
follows: Z 


§ 3182.1 Application for permit; permit 
rental. 


(a) An application for a permit shall 
be filed in quintuplicate in the appro- 
priate land office on a form approved by 
the Director or on an exact reproduction 
thereof. The form or an exact reproduc- 
tion will constitute the permit when 
signed by the authorized officer of the 
land office. The application should be 
filled in on a typewriter or printed plainly 
in ink and signed in ink by the applicant 
or the applicant’s duly authorized at- 
torney in fact. The application must be 
filed in accordance with the regulations 
in effect at the date of filing. Each appli- 
cation shall be accompanied by a filing 
fee of $10 which is not returnable and 
by full payment of the first year’s rental 
in the amount specified in paragraph (b) 
of this section. The rental payment shall 
be for the total acreage if known and if 
not known, for the total acreage com- 
puted on the basis of 40 acres for each 
smallest legal subdivision. 

(b) A permittee shall pay an annual 
rental of 25 cents for each acre or frac- 
tion thereof covered by his permit but 
no less than $20 per year. Such annual 
payments of rental shall be made on or 


FEDERAL 


Proposed Rule Making 


before the anniversary date of the per- 
mit. Payment of rental will be required 
on all permits issued after the effective 
date of this section, as amended. 


Harry R. ANDERSON, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 


May 7, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-5681; Filed, May 13, 
8:46 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Consumer and Marketing Service 
[7 CFR Part 1006] 


MILK IN UPPER FLORIDA 
MARKETING AREA 


Notice of Proposed Suspension of 
Certain Provisions of Order 


Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to the provisions of the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), the sus- 
pension of certain provisions of the 
order regulating the handling of milk 
in the Upper Florida marketing area is 
being considered for the period of June 1, 
through August 31, 1968. 

The provisions proposed to be sus- 
pended are in § 1006.16(b), and are as 
follows: 

1. The language in the introductory 
text which reads “in any month in which 
not less than 10 days’ production of the 
producer whose milk is diverted is 
physically received at a pool plant”; and 

2. Subparagraphs (2), (3), and (4) in 
their entirety. 

The proposed suspension would permit 
unlimited diversion of producer milk to 
nonpool plants from June through 
August 1968. Presently, the order limits 
the quantity of producer milk that may 
be diverted by a cooperative association 
to 25 percent of all milk of its member 
producers physically received at pool 
plants during the month. The same per- 
centage limitation on the diversion of 
its producer receipts applies to the 
operator of a pool plant. Also, the order 
now requires that at least 10 days’ pro- 
duction of an individual producer be de- 
livered to a pool plant if diversion of his 
milk is to be permitted on other days of 
the month. 

Northeast Florida Milk Producers As- 
sociation requested the suspension. It 
claims that the closing of schools in 
June, July and August will result in a 
significant loss of Class I sales for 
producers and a corresponding surplus 
of milk. The absence of available manu- 
facturing facilities in the market will 
require diverting the excess milk to dis- 
tant manufacturing outlets in other 
States. The cooperative contends that 
considerable hauling economies can be 


1968; 








realized by diverting the milk that is 
produced nearest these outlets. It claims 
that without the suspension action addi- 
tional hauling will be required in moving 
this milk to pool plants in order to keep 
its members qualified as producers under 
the order. 

All persons who desire to submit writ- 
ten data, views, or arguments in-connec- 
tion with the proposed suspension should 
file the same with the Hearing Clerk, 
Room 112-A, Administration Building, 
U.S. Department of Agriculture, Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20250, not later than 3 days 
from the date of publication of this 
notice in the FEDERAL REGISTER. All docu- 
ments filed should be in quadruplicate. 

All written submissions made pursuant 
to this notice will be made available for 
public inspection at the office of the 
Hearing Clerk during regular business 
hours (7 C.F.R. 1.27(b)). 


Signed at Washington, D.C., on May 
9, 1968. 
JOHN C. BLUM, 
Deputy Administrator, 
Regulatory Programs. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-5719; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDU- 
CATION, AND WELFARE 


Food and Drug Administration 
[21 CFR Part 271 


CANNED PINEAPPLE, CANNED 
PINEAPPLE JUICE 


Proposal To Amend Identity Stand- 
ards by Listing Dimethylpolysi- 
loxane as Optional Ingredient 


Notice is given that a petition has been 
filed by National Canners Association, 
1133 20th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
20005, proposing that the standards of 
identity for canned pineapple (21 CFR 
27.50) and canned pineapple juice (21 
CFR 27.54) be amended to list dimethyl- 
polysiloxane as an optional ingredient 
for use as a defoaming agent during 
processing. 

Grounds set forth in the petition in 
support of the proposal are that use of 
the defoaming agent dimethylpolysilox- 
ane would contribute to improved pro- 
duction procedures in the processing of 
pineapple and pineapple juice. The peti- 
tioner cites the relevant food additive 
regulation (21 CFR 121.1099(a)(2)) and 
states that dimethylpolysiloxane would 
be used in conformity therewith. 

Accordingly, it is proposed that Part 
27 be amended: 

1. In § 27.50 Canned pineapple; iden- 
tity; label statement of optional ingredi- 
ents by inserting before the last sentence 
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of paragraph (a) a new sentence reading 
“In the canning of pineapple, dimethyl- 
polysiloxane complying with the require- 
ments of § 121.1099 of this chapter may 
be employed as a defoaming agent in an 
amount up to 10 parts per million.” 

2. In § 27.54 Canned pineapple juice; 
identity; label statement of optional in- 
gredients by inserting before the last 
sentence of paragraph (a) a new 
sentence reading “In the canning of 
pineapple juice, dimethylpolysiloxane 
complying with the requirements of 
§ 121.1099 of this chapter may be 
employed as a defoaming agent in an 
amount up to 10 parts per million.” 

Due to a cross-reference, adopting the 
proposed amendment to the standard for 
canned pineapple (21 CFR 27.50) would 
also make the subject defoaming agent 
an optional ingredient for artificially 
sweetened canned pineapple (21 CFR 
27.57). 

Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act 
(secs. 401, 701, 52 Stat. 1046, 1055, as 
amended 70 Stat. 919, 72 Stat. 948; 21 
U.S.C. 341, 371) and in accordance with 
the authority delegated to the Commis- 
sioner of Food and Drugs (21 CFR 2.120), 
all interested persons are invited to sub- 
mit their views in writing, preferably in 
quintuplicate, regarding this proposal 
within 60 days following the date of 
publication of this notice in the FEDERAL 
RecGisTter. Such views and comments 
should be addressed to the Hearing Clerk, 
Department of Health, Education, and 
Welfare, Room 5440, 330 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, D.C. 20201, 
and may be accompanied by a memoran- 
dum or brief in support thereof. 


Dated: May 6, 1968. 


J.K. Kirk, 
Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-5729; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:50 am.] 


[21 CFR Part 120] 
ETHYL 4,4’-DICHLOROBENZILATE 


Proposed Reduction of Tolerance 
Regarding Almonds 


Based upon a pesticide petition 
(PP 7F0615) submitted by Geigy Chemi- 
cal Corp., Ardsley, N.Y. 10502, a tolerance 
of 0.25 part per million was established 
for residues of the insecticide ethyl 
4,4’-dichlorobenzilate in or on almonds 
by an order published in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER Of January 9, 1968 (33 F.R. 
260). After review of a more recent pesti- 
cide petition (PP 8F0685) submitted by 
the same firm, a tolerance is being estab- 
lished for residues of this insecticide in 
or on walnuts at 0.2 part per million. 
During this review all available data 
dealing with this insecticide on almonds 
were further evaluated. Since the data 
show that residues would not exceed 
0.2 part per million from the specified 
use, the Commissioner of Food and 
Drugs concludes that the tolerance re- 
garding almonds should be reduced 


FEDERAL 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 


from 0.25 part per million to 0.2 part per 
million. 

Therefore, by virtue of the authority 
vested in the Secretary of Health, Educa- 
tion, and Welfare by the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 408(e), 68 
Stat. 514; 21 U.S.C. 346a(e)) and dele- 
gated to the Commissioner (21 CFR 
2.120), it is proposed that § 120.109 be 
amended by deleting the item “0.25 part 
per million in or on almonds” and by 
changing the item to “0.2 part per mil- 
lion in or on walnuts” to read as follows: 


§ 120.109 Ethyl 4,4’-dichlorobenzilate; 


tolerances for residues. 
ao > : a 


0.2 part per million in or on almonds, 
walnuts. 


Any person who has registered or who 
has submitted an application for the 
registration of an economic poison under 
the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and 
Rodenticide Act containing ethyl 4,4’- 
dichlorobenzilate may request, within 30 
days from the date of publication of this 
notice in the FEDERAL REGISTER, that the 
proposal herein be referred to an ad- 
visory committee in accordance with sec- 
tion 408(c) of the act. 

Any interested person may, within 30 
days from the date of publieation of this 
notice in the FEDERAL REGISTER, file with 
the Hearing Clerk, Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare, Room 
9440, 330 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20201, written com- 
ments on this proposal, preferably in 
quintuplicate. Comments may be accom- 
panied by a memorandum or brief in sup- 
port thereof. 


Dated: May 6, 1968. 


J. K. Kir«, 
Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-5727; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:50 a.m.] 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 


[47 CFR Part 731 
[Docket No. 18052; RM-839] 


FIELD STRENGTH MEASUREMENTS 
FOR FM AND TV BROADCAST 
STATIONS 


Order Extending Time for Filing 
Comments and Reply Comments 


1. In a notice of proposed rule making, 
released March 1, 1968, in this proceeding 
(FCC 68-235), the Commission invited 
comments on a proposal to permit the 
use of field strength measurements for 
determining the coverage of TV and FM 
broadcast stations and to establish a 
standard method of making such meas- 
urements. The closing date for filing 
comments was specified as May 7, 1968, 
and that for replies as May 22, 1968. 

2. On May 3, 1968, the Association of 
Federal Communications Consulting 
Engineers (AFCCE) requested a 60-day 


extension of the dates for filing com- 
ments and reply comments stating that 
at its annual meeting held April 18-20 in 
San Francisco, the Commission’s notice 
of proposed rule making was discussed 
and a decision made to file comments in 
this proceeding. Since it appeared that 
the Rules and Standards Committee of 
AFCCE would not have sufficient time to 
develop such comments before May 7, 
1968, it was also recommended that a re- 
quest for extension of time to file com- 
ments be made. The Commission wishes 
to have as much information as possible 
before making a final decision and 
believes that the requested extension of 
time is warranted and would be in the 
public interest. 

3. Accordingly, it is ordered, That the 
time for filing comments in this proceed- 
ing is extended to July 8, 1968, and the 
time for filing reply comments is ex- 
tended to July 22, 1968. 

4. This action is taken pursuant to 
authority found in sections 4(i) , 5(d) (1), 
and 303(r) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, and § 0.281(d) (8) of 
the Commission’s rules. 


Adopted: May 6, 1968. 
Released: May 9, 1968. 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION, 
Ben F. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-5720; Filed, May 13, 
8:49 a.m.] 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 


[49 CFR Parts 1043, 10841] 
[Ex Parte Nos. MC-5, 159] 


SECURITY AND PROTECTION OF 
PUBLIC 


Notice of Proposed Rule Making 


In the matter of security for the pro- 
tection of the public as provided in Part 
II of the Interstate Commerce Act, and 
of rules and regulations governing filing 
of surety bonds, certificates of insurance, 
qualifications as a self-insurer, or other 
securities and agreements by motor car- 
riers and brokers subject to Part II of the 
Interstate Commerce Act; Ex Parte No. 
MC-5. 

In the matter of security for the pro- 
tection of the public as provided in Part 
IV of the Interstate Commerce Act, and 
of rules and regulations governing filing 
and approval of surety bonds, policies of 
insurance, qualifications as a self-in- 
surer, or other securities and agreements 
by freight forwarders subject to Part IV 
of the Act; Ex Parte No. 159. 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to 
section 4(a) of the Administrative Pro- 
cedure Act (60 Stat. 237, 5 U.S.C. 1003), 
of the proposed amendment of § 1043.2 
(b) of Part 1043 (49 CFR 1043.2(b)) of 
the Code of Federal Regulations govern- 
ing the filing of insurance or other se- 
curity for the protection of the public, 


[SEAL] 


1968; 
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under the authority contained in section 
215 of the Interstate Commerce Act (49 
Stat. 557, as amended; 49 U.S.C. 315), 
and the proposed amendment of § 1084.3 
(a) of Part 1084 (49 CFR 1084.3(a)) of 
the Code of Federal Regulations govern- 
ing the filing of insurance or other secu- 
rity for the protection of the public, 
under the authority contained in section 
403(c) of the Interstate Commerce Act 
(56 Stat. 285; 49 U.S.C. 1003). 

The purpose of such amendments is to 
increase the minimum cargo insurance 
or other security required of motor car- 
riers and freight forwarders subject to 
the security requirements of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission. If ap- 
proved, it is contemplated to adopt the 
increases effective as of January 1, 1969. 

It is proposed that § 1043.2(b) be 
amended to read as follows: 


§ 1043.2 
> * ” > © 

(bo) Motor common carriers; cargo 

liability. Security required to compensate 

shippers or consignees for loss of or dam- 

age to property belonging to shippers or 


Insurance, minimum amounts. 
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consignees and coming into the posses- 
sion of motor common carriers in con- 
nection with their transportation serv- 
ice, (1) for loss of or damage to property 
carried on any one motor vehicle— 
$2,500; (2) for loss of or damage to or 
aggregate of losses or damages of or to 
property occurring at any one time and 
place—$5,000. 

(Sec. 215, 49 Stat. 557, as amended; 49 U.S.C. 
315) 


It is proposed that § 1084.3(a) be 
amended to read as follows: 


§ 1084.3 Limits of liability. 


. * * * + 


(a) Cargo. Limits for loss of or damage 
to property with respect to which a 
freight forwarder performs service sub- 
ject to Part IV of the Act: 

(1) For loss of or damage to property 
while carried on or resting in any one 
conveyance, other than a watercraft— 
$2,500. 

(2) For loss of or damage to or aggre- 
gate of losses of or damages to property 
occurring at any one time and place, or 
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while carried on or resting in any one 
watercraft—$5,000. 


* * * + * 
(Sec, 403(c), 56 Stat. 285; 49 U.S.C. 1003) 


No oral hearing on the proposed revi- 
sion is contemplated; however, interested 
parties may file with this Commission, 
within 30 days from the publication here- 
of, written statements of facts, opinions, 
or arguments concerning the herein pro- 
posed amendments. Any written state- 
ment so filed shall conform with the 
specifications provided in Rule 15 of the 
Commission’s rujes of practice (49 CFR 
1100.15). An original signed copy and 
six additional copies shall be furnished 
for use of the Commission. 

Notice to the general public will be 
given by depositing a copy of this notice 
in the Office of the Secretary of the Com- 
mission for inspection, and by filing a 
copy with the Director, Office of the Fed- 
eral Register. 


By the Commission, Insurance Board. 


[SEAL] H. Nett Garson, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-5700; Piled, May 13, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 


Bureau of Customs 
[493.314] 


COMBINATION TOILET ARTICLES 
Tariff Classification 


May 8, 1968. 

The Bureau published on December 9, 
1967 (32 F.R. 17627) , a notice of proposed 
tariff classification of combination toilet 
articles, indicating an intention to limit 
the application of a decision of the 
Bureau published in abstract form in 
T.D. 56007(7) to comb and mirror sets 
which are, in fact, combination toilet 
articles which contain combs, brushes, or 
combs and brushes as integral parts (item 
750.75, Tariff Schedules of the United 
States). This would include articles such 
as mirrors, the backs of which are fitted 
with combs enclosed in pockets, mirrors 
having combs or brushes as their handles, 
and similar articles. 

In a letter dated May 8, 1968, ad- 
dressed to the regional commissioner 
of customs at New York, the Bureau held 
that a comb and mirror set consisting of 
a circular silver-plated glass mirror ap- 


proximately 214 inches in diameter with 


a silver-plated handle approximately 34- 
inch long and a separate plastic comb 
approximately 5 inches long fitted into a 
silver-plated case is not a tariff entity. 
The articles comprising the set are 
classifiable as follows: (a) The mirror 
under the provision for mirrors * * * 
with or without frames or cases * * *: 
Not over 1 square foot in reflecting area, 
in item 554.51, TSUS; (b) The comb 
under the provision for combs in item 
750.05, or 750.15, TSUS, according to 
value per gross: and (c) The comb case 
under the provision for Flat goods: * * * 
of other materials: * * * Flat goods of 
metal in item 706.50 or 706.55, TSUS, 
according to value per dozen. 

As this ruling will result in the assess- 
ment of duties at a rate higher than that 
previously assessed on such comb and 
mirror sets, the higher rate will be ap- 
plied only to such merchandise entered 
or withdrawn from warehouse for con- 
sumption after the expiration of 90 days 
after the date of publication of an ab- 
stract of the Bureau letter to the regional 
commissioner of customs at New York 
in the weekly Customs Bulletin. 

[SEAL] LESTER D. JOHNSON, 

Commissioner of Customs. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-5702; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


Notices 


Fiscal Service 


SILVER CERTIFICATES FOR SILVER 
BULLION 


Notice Regarding Exchange 


Notice is hereby given that silver cer- 
tificates may not be exchanged for silver 
bullion after June 24, 1968. After that 
date, however, they will continue to func- 
tion as lawful money of the United 
States. 


This notice is to advise those holders 
who wish to exchange certificates for 
bullion of the procedure that will govern 
during the remaining period of ex- 
changeability. The institution of this 
procedure has been found necessary to 
effect orderly and timely exchanges in 
the public interest. 

Attention is called to the fact that 
under the required procedure silver cer- 
tificates must be presented in person to 
the Federal Reserve Bank of New York 
or San Francisco, or to the U.S. Assay 
Office in New York or San Francisco. The 
presenter will be given a silver-bullion 
receipt (or, if necessary, an interim re- 
ceipt) which must be tendered to the 
U.S. Assay Office in New York or San 
Francisco to obtain silver bullion. At- 
tention is also called to the fact that 
receipts will be issued and silver bullion 
will be delivered only during normal 
business hours, and that the presence 
of holders within the premises of an 
institution authorized to make exchanges 
will not entitle them to complete trans- 
actions after the closing hours. The in- 
stitutions named will be staffed to handle 
@ normal volume of exchanges, as meas- 
ured by recent experience. If large 
numbers of holders wait until near the 
end of the period of exchangeability to 
present their certificates, their trans- 
actions may exceed the capacity of the 
facilities and they may thus deprive 
themselves of the ability to make 
exchanges. 


The exchange process will be facilitated 
if presenters sort certificates by denom- 
ination in packages of 100 certificates 
each, and attach a statement showing, 
for identification purposes only, the 
name and address of the presenter, and 
the total dollar amount said to be con- 
tained -in the lot of silver certificates 
presented. If the presentation is to a 
Federal Reserve Bank, the statement 
should show the Assay Office to which 
the silver bullion receipt received for 
the certificates will be presented in 
exchange for silver in order to enable 
that Bank to confirm to the Assay Office 
the amount. received. The Assay Office 
will not deliver silver until it has such 
confirmation from the Federal Reserve 
Bank. The exchange process for pre- 


senters of more than $1,300 (which is 
about the value of a standard bar of 
silver) will be further facilitated if they 
present the certificates to a Federal 
Reserve Bank, since certificates in these 
amounts received at an Assay Office will 
ordinarily be sent to a Federal Reserve 
Bank for counting. The exchange process 
for presenters of $1,300 or less will be 
further facilitated if they present the 
certificates directly to an Assay Office. 


PROCEDURE 


Section 1. Authority. This procedure 
is instituted, under the authority of R.S. 
251 (31 U.S.C. 427) and section 2 of the 
Act of June 4, 1963, as amended (31 


- U.S.C. 405a-1), to effectuate the provi- 


sions of section 2 of the Act of June 24, 
1967 (Public Law 90-29), which reads as 
follows: 


Sec. 2. Silver certificates shall be exchange- 
able for silver bullion for 1 year following 
the enactment of this Act. Thereafter they 
shall no longer be redeemable in silver but 
shall be redeemable from any moneys in the 
general fund of the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. 


Sec. 2. Presentation of certificates. (a) 
Until the close of business June 24, 1968, 
silver certificates may be presented for 
exchange for silver bullion: 

(i) In-New York at the Federal Re- 
serve Bank of New York and the US. 
Assay Office. 

(ii) In San Francisco at the Federal 
Reserve Bank of San Francisco and the 
U.S. Assay Office. 

(b) Silver certificates may be pre- 
sented for exchange for silver bullion 
only: 

(i) In person. 

(ii) At such windows or other loca- 
tions at the institutions specified in par- 
agraph (a) as those institutions may 
designate. 

(iii) During the hours the institutions 
are open to the public for other busi- 
ness. 

(c) Silver certificates will not be ac- 
cepted for exchange for silver bullion 
after the time each day that the institu- 
tions are closed to the public for other 
business, whether or not a holder is 
within the premises at the closing hour. 

(ad) Silver certificates received by mail, 
or by any means other than presentation 
over the counter, will be returned by mail 
to the senders at their risk and expense. 

Sec. 3. Silver-bullion receipts. (a) 
After silver certificates presented for ex- 
change have been counted, the pre- 
senter will be given a silver-bullion 
receipt. 

(b) If the employee to whom silver 
certificates are presented for exchange 
is not able, in his judgment, to count the 
certificates at the time of presentation, 
he may issue to the presenter an interim 
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receipt reciting that he has received, sub- 
ject to count, a lot of currency said to 
contain a specified dollar amount of 
silver certificates presented in exchange 
for silver bullion. The institution shall 
notify the presenter by the most con- 
venient means when the count has been 
completed, which shall be not later than 
the institution’s 5th business day after 
the date of the interim receipt, and the 
interim receipt may be exchanged at that 
institution for a silver-bullion receipt not 
later than the 10th business day follow- 
ing the date of the interim receipt. The 
count of the silver certificates made by 
the Federal Reserve Bank or Assay Office 
shall be conclusive upon the presenter. 
Silver certificates will not be accepted for 
exchange from a holder who refuses to 
accept an interim receipt when the use 
of such a receipt is deemed to be neces- 
sary by the employee to whom certificates 
are presented. 

(c) Interim receipts will not be ac- 
cepted for exchange for silver-bullion 
receipts after the time each day that the 
institutions are closed to the public for 
other business, whether or not a holder is 
within the premises at the closing hour. 

Sec. 4. Delivery of bullion. (a) A silver- 
bullion receipt may be presented in ex- 
change for silver bullion: 

(i) Only in person. 

(ii) Only at such locations in the U.S. 
Assay Office in New York and the US. 
Assay Office in San Francisco as those 
offices shall designate. 

(iii) Only during the hours the Assay 
Offices are open to the public for other 
business. 

(iv) Not later than the 5th business 
day following the date of the silver- 
bullion receipt. 

(b) If the employee to whom a silver- 
bullion receipt is presented is not able, 
in his judgment, to deliver silver bullion 
at the time the receipt is presented, he 
may fix a specific date, within the first 5 
business days, when the holder of the 
receipt may take delivery. 

(c) Silver-bullion receipts will not be 
accepted for exchange for silver bullion 
after the time each day that the Assay 
Offices are closed to the public for other 
business, whether nor not a holder is 
within the premises at the closing hour. 

(d) Silver bullion will be exchanged 
for silver-bullion receipts under the pro- 
cedure set out in this notice at the 
monetary value of $1.292929292 per fine 
troy ounce. It will be of such fineness, not 
below 0.895, as the Assay Office may 
select. 

(e) The silver bullion exchanged will 
be in the form of bars to the extent that 
they are available, and, to the extent that 
bars are not available, in such forms as 
the Assay Office may select. A holder 
of a silver-bullion receipt who does not 
wish to accept silver bullion to which he 
is entitled in a form other than bars 
shall be entitled to receive in exchange 
silver certificates or, at his option, such 
other coin or currency of the United 
States as is available at the Assay Office. 

Sec. 5. Redemption of receipts. (a) 
Interim receipts may be exchanged for 
silver-bullion receipts, and silver-bullion 


NOTICES 


receipts may be exchanged for silver bul- 
lion, within the time periods specified by 
this procedure whether or not the periods 
extend beyond June 24, 1968. 

(b) Through July 31, 1968, interim 
receipts not exchanged for silver-bullion 
receipts, and _ silver-bullion receipts 
not exchanged for silver bullion within 
the time periods specified by this 
procedure, will be redeemable at face 
value at the issuing institution in such 
coin or currency of the United States 
as is available at the institution. The 
face value of interim receipts will be de- 
termined by the count of the institutions 
which issued them. After July 31, 1968, 
such interim and silver-bullion receipts 
will be redeemable only at the Treasury 
Department in Washington by Treasury 
check payable to the presenter. 


Dated: May 9, 1968. 


[SEAL] JOHN K. CARLOCK, 
Fiscal Assistant Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-5714; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:48 am.] 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


Bureau of Land Management 


DISTRICT MANAGER, BILLINGS 
DISTRICT, MONT. 


Delegation of Authority; Procurement 


A. Pursuant to delegation of authority 
delegated to me by State Director, Mon- 
tana, BLM Manual Supplement 1510, 
release 1-59, the District Clerk is 
authorized: 

1. Open market purchasing. To enter 
into contracts pursuant to section 302 
(c) (3) of the FPAS Act, as amended, for 
supplies and services, excluding capital- 
ized property, not to exceed $750 per 
transaction: Provided, That the require- 
ment is not available from established 
sources of supply. 

2. Established sources of supply. To 
procure necessary supplies and services, 
except capitalized property, available 
from established sources of supply, not 
to exceed $750 per transaction. 


D. DEAN BIBLEs, 
District Manager. 
Approved: May 2, 1968. 


HAROLD TYsK, 
State Director. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-5678; Filed, May 13, 
8:46 a.m.] 


1968; 





DISTRICT MANAGER, LEWISTOWN 
DISTRICT, MONT. 


Delegation of Authority; Procurement 


A. Pursuant to delegation of authority 
delegated to me by State Director, Mon- 
tana, BLM Manual Supplement 1510, 
release 1-59, the Administrative Officer 
is authorized: 

1. Open market purchasing. To enter 
into contracts pursuant to section 
302(c) (3) of the FPAS Act, as amended, 
for supplies and services, excluding cap- 
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italized property, not to exceed $750 per 
transaction: Provided, That the require- 
ment is not available from established 
sourees of supply. 

2. Established sources of supply. To 
procure necessary supplies and services, 
except capitalized property, available 
from established sources of supply, not 
to exceed $750 per transaction. 

3. This authority may not be further 
redelegated. 





JOSEPH A. GIBSON, 
District Manager. 
Approved: April 26, 1968. 
EUGENE H. NEWELL, 
Acting State Director. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-5679; Filed, May 13, 
8:46 a.m.] 


1968; 





[Serial Nos. N-209, 210, 211, 212, 213, 376, 569, 
1033] 


NEVADA 
Notice of Classification 


May 6, 1968. 

Notice is hereby given that the lands 
described below are hereby classified for 
exchange under section 8 of the Taylor 
Grazing Act, 43 U.S.C. 315g, for lands 
in the Hot Springs Range, Osgood Moun- 
tains, and Eden Valley within Humboldt 
County, Nev. This publication is made 
pursuant to the Act of September 19, 
1964, 43 U.S.C. 1412. 

Four protests were received during the 
time allotted by the Notice of Proposed 
Classification, dated July 13, 1967, and 
are discussed below. 


PROTEST No. 1 


A letter of protest was received on 
November 1, 1967, from the National 
Park Service, Death Valley National 
Monument. It states that development in 
the area will increase water use which 
in turn will lower the water level of 
Devils Hole and adversely affect the 
environment of a rare species of fish not 
known in other parts of the world. This 
protest is supported by a USGS report 
entitled “Effect of Groundwater Devel- 
opment on the Pool Level in Devils Hole, 
Death Valley National Monument, Nye 
County, Nev.” The following statement 
is made in this report * * * “if substan- 
tial groundwater development should 
occur in the alluvium in Ash Meadows 
within a mile of Devils Hole, the pool 
level might be affected after a period of 
several years.” In order to protect this 
feature, the National Park Service re- 
quests the following described lands be 
deleted from this classification: SE% 
NE'%, E12SE%, sec. 36, T. 17S., R. 50 E.; 
WIZE, NEYNW'%4, SY2NW', sec. 31, 
T.17S., R. 51 E.; and the N44N%, sec. 1, 
T.18S., R. 50 E., MDM. 


ANALYSIS OF PROTEST 


Devils Hole, a portion of Death Valley 
National Monument, is an isolated 40- 
acre parcel surrounded by public domain 
land. It is located about 18 air miles east 
of the nearest boundary of the National 
Monument of Death Valley itself. The 
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Bureau of Land Management adminis- 
ters the public domain adjoining Devils 
Hole but the control and issuance of well 
permits for groundwater is the authority 
vested in the Nevada State Engineer’s 
Office. 

The lands described by the National 
Park Service should be excluded from 
this classification. Therefore, the SE% 
NE™%4, E%SE4, sec. 36, T. 17 S., R. 50 
E.; W%E*, NEYNW'%, SYLNWM, sec. 
31, T. 17 S., R. 51 E.; and the N'44N'% 
(lots 1-4 inclusive), sec. 1, T. 18 S., R. 
50 E., MDM., are withheld from this clas- 
sification and the segregative effect of 
the proposed classification of July 13, 
1967, as to the lands described by the 
National Park Service and above is 
hereby terminated upon publication of 
this notice as provided by the regulations 
in 43 CFR 2411.2(e) (2) (ii). 


PROTEST No. 2 


In a letter dated September 8, 1967, 
range user Merrill H. Peterson objected 
to the classification. He states that he 
has three (3) stockwater permits in the 
area that will be jeopardized. Also, that 
he will lose the land now under a grazing 
lease. 

ANALYSIS OF PROTEST 


Mr. Peterson has a sec. 15 grazing lease 
for 8,325 acres in the Ash Meadows area. 
The land has an estimated carrying cap- 
pacity of 53 acres per animal unit month. 
The land is leased for grazing purposes at 
$0.006/acre/year. The lease allows 14 
head of cattle to run year long. He runs 
a@ number of horses. 

The subject exchange involves ap- 
proximately 583 acres of this lease or one 
head. 


The three stockwaters mentioned in 
his letter are Ash Tree Spring, Last 
Chance Spring, and Chalk Spring. Ash 
Tree Spring is in an area of use by an- 
other party and not within Mr. Peter- 
son’s lease. The other two (2) springs 
are not involved in the subject exchange. 


PROTEST No. 3 


A letter of protest was received on Sep- 
tember 19, 1967, from Lionel and Sawyer, 
attorneys at law, on behalf of their cli- 
ent Norine Scruggs Rooker. The protest 
makes the following statements: 

1. The proposed classification would 
take all of the lands presently under 
lease to Mrs. Rooker. 

2.An agreement between George 
Swink, Merrill Peterson, and Norine 
Scruggs, now Rooker, and witnessed by 
the Bureau of Land Management District 
Manager was executed on January 10, 
1962. The parties now seeking the sub- 
ject exchange are the successors in in- 
terest to Swink and their action violates 
the agreement. 

3. The land in Humboldt County is 
greatly inferior in quality to the land in 
Ash Meadows. e 

4. The Humboldt County land was 
land apparently owned by Swink at the 
time the agreement was entered into 
with Mrs. Rooker on January 10, 1962, 
and the parties proposing the exchange 
acquired this Humboldt land from Swink. 


FEDERAL 


NOTICES 


5. Grant Sawyer, attorney for Mrs. 
Rooker and signatory of the protest let- 
ter states the following: “I do not suggest 
at this time that there is collusion 
between Swink’s successors and the 
Bureau of Land Management, nor do I 
suggest that the Bureau of Land Man- 
agement has the responsibility to see to 
it that the two parties in question here 
observe their contractual obligations to 
one another. I do point out, however, 
that the Bureau of Land Management 
has been an active party with respect to 
these contractual obligations and has full 
knowledge concerning them. I would, 
therefore, hope that prior to any further 
action on the part of the Bureau, that 
there would be a full and fair hearing 
concerning the matter and that Mrs. 
Rooker through me would be given ample 
notice of any further development con- 
¢erning it.” 


ANALYSIS OF PROTEST 


1. Mrs. Norine B. Scruggs has a sec. 
15 grazing lease for 4,980 acres in the 
Ash Meadows area. The land has an esti- 
mated carrying capacity of 53 acres per 
animal unit month. The land is leased 
for grazing purposes at $0.006/acre/year. 
The lease allows eight to nine cattle to 
run year long. She runs horses and cat- 
tle on this lease. 

The subject exchange involves approx- 
imately 2,600 acres or four head. 

2. It is believed that this statement 
refers to Item E of Part 2 of the January 
10, 1962, agreement and is as follows: 

E. Party of the first part does hereby agree 
not to refile nor make any additional filings 
upon any of the public lands within the area 
described in Part 1 above, so long as party 
of the second part controls or holds the con- 


trolling interest in the grazing operation 
described under Part 1. 


Part 2 of the agreement is titled 
“Water Rights.” In any case, it is a mat- 
ter between private parties and not the 
Bureau of Land Management. 

Such an agreement has no bearing on 
the proper classification of the land and 
the comment cannot be considered a 
valid protest to such classification. 

3. The statement relating to land 
quality is not supported and hence can- 
not be considered a valid protest. Land 
quality alone is not a basis for approving 
or disapproying an exchange application. 

4. According to the Preliminary Title 
Report it appears that Fred H. Ulrich 
and Burneita E. Ulrich and the Brunson- 
Eubank Livestock Co. were the owners 
of the offered lands during this period. 
Whether or not Mr. Swink has an in- 
terest in the offered lands has no bearing 
on this classification action. 

The contractual obligations referred to 
concern a division of areas of use and isa 
matter which is properly the responsi- 
bility of the Bureau of Land Manage- 
ment. 

The Federal range code (43 CFR 
4122.2-5) states: “In those cases where 
more than one applicant applies for the 
same land and where it appears that a 
division of the lands should be made, 
such conflicting applicants will be given 
an opportunity to agree to a division of 
the lands prior to a determination by the 


signing officer as to the disposition of 
such conflicting applications as division 
of the lands. After a division of the range 
has been made either by agreement be- 
tween applicants which is acceptable to 
the signing officer or by determination 
of the siging officer where there is no ac- 
ceptable agreement, any conflicting ap- 
plications or protests filed subsequent 
thereto will be rejected.” 

Agreement was witnessed by the Dis- 
trict Manager. The agreement was be- 
tween George Swink, Norine Scruggs, 
and Merrill H. Peterson only. Disposal of 
sec. 15 lands under lease is permissible 
pursuant to 43 CFR 4122.3-5. 

The agreement on grazing privileges 
has no bearing on land classification and 
therefore, a hearing, such as that sug- 
gested by the protestant, would serve no 
purpose and the request for same is 
denied. 


PROTEST No. 4 


A letter of protest was received on 
November 3, 1966, from Theodore H. 
Stokes, attorney at law, representing 
Nevada Non-Metallic Minerals Co. 


While preparing a patent application 
for their 26 claims in the Ash Meadows 
area, the company noted the subject 
exchange applications. They are protest- 
ing applications N-209, N-211, and N-212 
which conflicts with their mining claims. 


ANALYSIS OF PROTEST 


Classification of the land will no way 
affect the validity of the mining claims. 
Application for patent to the 26 mining 
claims was filed by Nevada Non-Metallic 
Minerals Co. on October 27, 1966 
(N-361). If the claims are determined to 
be valid, they will constitute a superior 
right and the lands involved will not be 
transferred by exchange. 


Protests 2,3, and 4 are hereby denied. 


The District Advisory Board, local gov- 
ernmental officials, and other interested 
parties have been notified of this pro- 
posal. Information derived from dis- 
cussions and other sources indicate that 
these lands meet the criterion of 43 CFR 
2410.1-3(c) (4), which authorizes classi- 
fication of lands for “exchange under 
appropriate authority where they are 
found to be chiefly valuable for public 
purposes because they have special 
values, arising from the interest of ex- 
change proponents, for exchange for 
other lands which are needed for the 
support of a Federal program.” 


The lands affected by this classifica- 
tion are located in Ash Meadows, Nye 
County, Nev., and are described as 
follows: 


Mount DIABLO MERIDIAN 
T.17S.,R.49E., 
Sec. 25, NEYNEY, W1ZE%, Wi: 
Sec. 26, lots 4-8, inclusive, NE4SW%, 
NY,SE\; 
Sec. 35, lots 8-14, inclusive, 
EYANW%, NEY%SW%, N'%4,SE%,; 
Sec. 36, N44. 
T.185S.,R.49 E., 
Sec. 1, lots 10-13, inclusive; 
Sec. 2, lots 1-5, inclusive, 
SEYNW. 
T.155S., R. 50E., 
Sec. 25, EAZNW\. 


NE, 


S4NE%, 
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T.17S.,R. 50E., 
Sec. 9, lots 7-12, inclusive; 
Sec. 10, lots 5, 6, 9-14, inclusive; 
Sec. 11, lots 11-14, inclusive; 
Sec. 14, lots 3-6, inclusive, 11-14, inclusive; 
Sec. 15, lots 1-4, inclusive; 
Sec. 16, NW44NW; 
Sec. 17, NE%,S%SW\%, WYSE; 
Sec. 20,N144,N%,8SW4; 
Sec. 21, lots 1-6, inclusive; 
Sec. 22, lot 1; 
Sec. 28, EYNEY, EYSWY%, SW%4SW, 


SE\%; 

Sec. 29, NW4,NE\4, NE4NW\%, SW4SW, 
ESE; 

Sec, 30, lots 3-10, inclusive, E%,SW%, 


NY,SE%; 

Sec. 33, N1¥.NE%4, SWY44NE%, WYANWY,; 

Sec. 34. 

.18S., R. 50 E., 

Sec. 2, lots 3,4,S44.NW%,SW%; 

Sec. 3, lots 1, 2,3, SE%4; 

Sec. 4, lots 3,S14.NW%,SW\%4, W'%2SE\%; 

Sec. 5, lots 1-4, inclusive, S14N'%4, SE%4; 

Sec. 6, lots 1, 2, 8-10, inclusive, S1,NE\%, 
SEYNW,; 

Sec. 9, WKE%, EYNW; 

Sec. 10,E%,NW%, NEY4SW%,; 

Sec. 11, NYN%, NWSW, 
SW'%4SE\%; 

Sec. 12, NE%4; 

Sec. 14, NE. 

T.17S.,R. 51 E., 
Sec. 31, SEY4,NE\,, E1,SE%; 
Sec. 32,5W'. 
T.188.,R.51E., 

Sec. 5, lots 2, 3,4, S44N%,S%; 

Sec. 6, lots 1, 7, SE4NE%4, SEY4SW%; 

Sec, 7, lots 1, 2, SEY.NE\%, E1,NW%; 

Sec. 8; 

Sec. 17, WIZE, Wi; ‘ 

Sec. 18, SE4,NE4, SE. 


The areas described aggregate 
13,106.93 acres. 

For a period of 30 days from the date 
of publication of this notice in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER, all persons who wish 
to submit comments, suggestions, or ob- 
jection in connection with the classifica- 
tion may present their views in writing 
to the Secretary of the Interior, LLM, 
721, Washington, D.C. 20240. 


NOoLtaNn F. KEI, 
State Director, Nevada. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-5680; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


S4SW%, 


[Utah 5278] 
UTAH 


Order Opening Lands to Application, 
Entry, and Patenting 


May 7, 1968. 


1. In an exchange of lands made under 
the provisions of section 8 of the Act of 
June 28, 1934 (48 Stat. 1269) , as amended 
(43 U.S.C. 315g), the following described 
lands have been reconveyed to the 
United States: 


Sat LAKE MERIDIAN 


T.18S.,R.11E., 
Sec. 21, SE%; 
Sec. 28, NNE\. 
T.19S.,R.11E., 
Sec. 3, lot 4, S4NWY; 
Sec. 4, lots 1, 2, and 3, SE4NE%; 
Sec. 11,8%N%; 
Sec. 12,S14,4NW%, N4%SW%. 


NOTICES 


The area described aggregates 879.33 
acres. 

2. The lands are located in Emery 
County about 20 miles east of Castle Dale, 
Utah. They are semiarid in character and 
not suitable for farming. The lands have 
values for watershed, grazing, wildlife, 
and recreation, which can best be man- 
aged under principles of multiple use. 

3. The United States did not acquire 
any mineral rights with the lands. 

4. Subject to valid existing rights, the 
provisions of existing withdrawals, and 
the requirements of applicable law, the 
lands will at 10 a.m. on June 15, 1968, be 
opened to application, petition and selec- 
tion. All valid applications received at or 
prior to 10 a.m., on June 15, 1968, shall 
be considered as simultaneously filed at 
that time. Those received thereafter shall 
be considered in the order of filing. 

5. Inquiries concerning the lands 
should be addressed to the Bureau of 
Land Management, Post Office Box 11505, 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84111. 


J. E. KEoGH, 
Acting State Director. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-5708; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 


Business and Defense Services 
Administration 


MICHIGAN STATE UNIVERSITY 


Notice of Decision on Application for 
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article 


The following is a decision on an appli- 
cation for duty-free entry of a scientific 
article pursuant to section 6(c) of the 
Educational, Scientific, and Cultural 
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub- 
lic Law 89-651; 80 Stat. 897) and the 
regulations issued thereunder (32 F.R. 
2433 et seq.). 

A copy of the record pertaining to this 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Department of Commerce, at the Office 
of Scientific and Technical Equipment, 
Department of Commerce, Room 5123, 
Washington, D.C. 20230. 

Docket No. 68—-00363-33-46500. Appli- 
cant: Michigan State University, Depart- 
ment of Zoology, 220 Natural Science 
Building, East Lansing, Mich. 48823. 
Article: LKB 8800 Ultrotome III ultra- 
microtome and LKB 7800B knifemaker. 
Manufacturer: LKB Produkter AB, Swe- 
den. Intended use of article: The article 
will be used for the preparation of ultra- 
thin sections for the study of the phe- 
nomenon of unrestricted cell division in 
the normal and tumorous ovaries of 
Drosophila. Comments: No comments 
have been received with respect to this 
application. Decision: Application ap- 
proved. No instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value to the foreign 
article, for the purposes for which such 
article is intended to be used, is being 
manufactured in the United States. 
Reasons: (1) The only known compa- 
rable domestic instrument is the Model 
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MT-2 ultramicrotome manufactured by 
Ivan Sorvall, Inc. (Sorvall). The domes- 
tic instrument employs a mechanical 
feed. (See 1966 catalogue for Sorvall 
“Porter-Blum” MT-1 and MT-2 Ultra- 
microtomes, Ivan Sorvall, Inc., Norwalk, 
Conn.) The foreign article is equipped 
with a thermal advance. (See 1965 cata- 
logue for the “Ultrotome III” ultramicro- 
tome, LKB Produkter AB, Stockholm, 
Sweden.) We are advised by the Depart- 
ment of Health, Education, and Welfare 
(HEW), (memorandum dated Apr. 17, 
1968) that ultramicrotomes with the 
thermal feed are clearly superior to 
ultramicrotomes with the mechanical 
feed because the thermal feed produces 
sections of more reproducible thickness. 
In connection with Docket No. 67-00024- 
33-46500 which relates the identical 
foreign article for which duty-free entry 
is requested in this application, HEW 
advised that ultramicrotomes employing 
the mechanical advance utilize a system 
of gears to advance the specimen and, 
inherent in such systems are backlash 
and slippage no matter how slight. HEW 
further advises that in mechanical sys- 
tems there is bound to be greater varia- 
tion in thickness than in thermal sys- 
tems when both are functioning at their 
best. The capability of reproducing sec- 
tions with consistent accuracy and uni- 
formity (referred to as “serial section- 
ing”) is pertinent to the purposes for 
which the foreign article is intended to 
be used. (See memorandum from HEW 
dated June 26, 1967, included as part of 
the record on Docket No. 67-—00024-33- 
46500.) 

(2) The foreign article has a specified 
thin-sectioning capability of 50 Ang- 
stroms (50 one-hundred millionths of a 
centimeter). (See page 6 of catalogue for 
foreign article cited above.) The Sorvall 
Model MT-2 has a specified thin-section- 
ing capability of 100 Angstroms (page 
11 of catalogue on Model MT-2 cited 
above). The thin-sectioning capability is 
pertinent because the thinner the section 
that can be produced with an ultra- 
microtome, the more it is possible to take 
full advantage of the resolving power 
and other capabilities of the electron 
microscope for which the specimen is 
being prepared. 

(3) The foreign article incorporates a 
device which permits measuring the 
knife-angle setting to an accuracy of 1 
degree (page 3 of catalogue for foreign 
article cited above), whereas no similar 
device is described in the catalogue for 
the domestic instrument cited above. The 
capability of accurately, measuring the 
setting of the knife-angle is pertinent be- 
cause the thickness of the section is var- 
ied by varying the angle at which the 
knife enters the specimen. 

For the foregoing reasons, we find that 
the Sorvall Model MT-2 is not of equiva- 
lent scientific value to the foreign article 
for the purposes for which such article 
is intended to be used. 

The Department of Commerce knows 
of no other instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value to the foreign 
article, for the purposes for which such 
article is intended to be used, which is 
being manufactured in the United States. 
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With respect to the LKB7800B knife- 
maker which is considered as auxiliary 
to the foreign article, we are advised by 
HEW (memorandum dated Apr. 17, 1968 
cited above) that it knows of no appa- 
ratus for making glass knives, which is 
being manufactured in the United States. 


CHARLEY M. DENTON, 
Director, Office of Scientific and 
Technical Equipment, Busi- 
ness and Defense Services 
Administration. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-5668; Filed, May 13, 
8:45 a.m.] 


1968; 


UNIVERSITY OF FLORIDA 


Notice of Decision on Application for 
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article 


The following is a decision on an appli- 
cation for duty-free entry of a scientific 
article pursuant to section 6(c) of the 
Educational, Scientific, and Cultural 
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub- 
lic Law 89-651; 80 Stat. 897) and the 
regulations issued thereunder (32 F.R. 
2433 et seq.). 


A copy of the record pertaining to this 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Départment of Commerce, at the Office 
of Scientific and Technical Equipment, 
Department of Commerce, Room 5123, 
Washington, D.C. 20230. 

Docket No. 68—00375-33-46500. Appli- 
cant: University of Florida, Department 
of Pathology, College of Medicine, 
Gainesville, Fla. 32601. Article: LKB 
Ultrotome III ultramicrotome 8800A and 
specimen holders. Manufacturer: LKB 
Produkter AB, Sweden. Intended use of 
article: The article will be used to pre- 
pare materials for observation with an 
electron miscroscope. The exact nature 
of the materials to be sectioned by the 
ultrotome will be variable, depending on 
the selective needs of the electron micro- 
scopist in relationship to the projects 
undertaken. Comments: No comments 
have been received with respect to this 
application. Decision: Application ap- 
proved. No instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value to the foreign 
article, for the purposes for which such 
article is intended to be used, is being 
manufactured in the United States. Rea- 
sons: (1) The foreign article provides a 
thermal feed for ultrathin sections as 
well as a mechanical feed for thicker 
sections. (See specifications for LKB 
8800 Ultrotome ultramicrotome attached 
to application.) The only known com- 
parable domestic instrument is the Model 
MT-2 ultramicrotome manufactured by 
Ivan Sorvall, Inc. (Sorvall), which pro- 
vides only a mechanical feed for cutting 
sections of all thicknesses. (See 1966 
catalogue for Sorvall “Porter-Blum” 
MT-1 and MT-2 Ultramicrotomes, Ivan 
Sorvall, Inc., Norwalk, Conn.) We are 
advised by the Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare (HEW) that in 
the experience of expert electron micro- 
scopists working with biological material 
of the kind specified by the applicant, 
ultramicrotomes equipped with thermal 
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feed have proven clearly superior to mi- 
crotomes with mechanical feeds alone. 
HEW further advises that reproducibil- 
ity of thickness of each section cut for 
examination under the electron micro- 
scope is substantially greater when ther- 
mal advance microtomes are used than 
when the advance is achieved through 
purely mechanical devices. (See memo- 
randum from HEW dated Apr. 17, 1968.) 
This is a pertinent characteristic be- 
cause, for optimum results, an ultra- 
microtome must be capable of reproduc- 
ing consecutive thin sections of the 
specimen with consistent accuracy and 
uniformity. In the case of an application 
relating to a similar foreign article 
(Docket No. 67—00024—-33-46500), HEW 
advised that in a mechanical advance 
there must be a system of gears to ad- 
vance the specimen. Inherent in such a 
system are backlash and slippage no 
matter how slight these may be. Thus, 
there is bound to be greater variation in 
section thickness with mechanical ad- 
vance than with thermal advance when 
both systems are functioning at their 
best. (See memorandum from HEW 
dated June 26, 1967.) 

(2) The thin-sectioning capability of 
an ultramicrotome is expressed as the 
thinnest section which it can produce. 
This characteristic-is pertinent because 
the thinner the section, the more it is 
possible to take full advantage of the 
resolving power and other capabilities 
of the electron microscope for which the 
specimen is being prepared. The specified 
thin-section limit for the foreign article 
is 50 Angstroms (specifications for for- 
eign article cited above). The specified 
thin-section limit for the Sorvall MT-2 
is 100 Angstroms (Sorvall catalogue 
cited above, page 12). 

(3) The foreign article provides a 
means of measuring the angle at which 
the knife is set, to an accuracy of plus 
or minus one degree (applicant’s re- 
sponse to question 13 of application). 
The catalogue describing the Sorvall 
Model MT-2 cited above makes no refer- 
ence to any similar device. The capability 
of accurately setting the knife angle is 
pertinent because thickness of the sec- 
tion is varied by varying the knife angle. 
Therefore, the more accurate the setting 
of the knife angle, the more accurate 
will be the sectioning of the specimen. 

For the foregoing reasons, we find that 
the Sorvall Model MT-2 is not of equiv- 
alent scientific value to the foreign arti- 
cle for the purposes for which such 
article is intended to be used. 

The Department of Commerce knows 
of no other instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value to the foreign 
article, for the purposes for which such 
article is intended to be used, which is 
being manufactured in the United 
States. 

CHARLEY M. DENTON, 
Director, Office of Scientific and 
Technical Equipment, Busi- 
ness and Defense Services 
Administration. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-5669; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


UNIVERSITY OF TEXAS 


Notice of Decision on Application for 
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article 


The following is a decision on an ap- 
plication for duty-free entry of a scien- 
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of 
the Educational, Scientific and Cultural 
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub- 
lic Law 89-651; 80 Stat. 897) and the 
regulations issued thereunder (32 F.R. 
2433 et seq.). 

A copy of the record pertaining to this 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Department of Commerce, at the Office 
of Scientific and Technical Equipment, 
Department of Commerce, Room 5123, 
Washington, D.C. 20230. 

Docket No. 68—-00455—00-46040. Appli- 
cant: University of Texas, M. D. Ander- 
son Hospital, Houston, Tex. 77025. Arti- 
cle: Specimen airlock with electromag- 
netic beam alignment. Manufacturer: 
Siemens Aktiengesellschaft, West Ger- 
many. Intended use of article: The ar- 
ticle will be used for high resolution 
dark field electron microscopy. Com- 
ments: No comments have been received 
with respect to this application. Deci- 
sion: Application approved. No instru- 
ment or apparatus of equivalent scien- 
tific value to the foreign article, for the 
purposes for which such article is in- 
tended to be used, is being manufactured 
in the United States. Reason: The for- 
eign article is an accessory for an elec- 
tron microscope now in the possession of 
the applicant. 

The Department of Commerce knows 
of no similar accessory being manufac- 
tured in the United States, which is in- 
terchangeable with or can be adapted 
to the electron microscope with which 
it is intended to be used. 


CHARLEY M. DENTON, 
Director, Office of Scientific and 
Technical Equipment, Busi- 
. ness and Defense Services 
Administration. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-5670; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


BAYLOR UNIVERSITY 


Notice of Decision on Application for 
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article 


The following is a decision on an ap- 
plication for duty-free entry of a scien- 
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of 
the Educational, Scientific, and Culturai 
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub- 
lic Law 89-651; 80 Stat. 897) and the 
regulations issued thereunder (32 F.R. 
2433 et seq.). 

A-copy of the record pertaining to this 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Department of Commerce, at the Office 
of Scientific and Technical Equipment, 
Department of Commerce, Room 5123, 
Washington, D.C. 20230. 

Docket No. 68-00470—-00-—46040. Appli- 
cant: Baylor University, College of Medi- 
cine, 1200 Moursund Avenue, Houston, 
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Tex. 77025. Article: Universal plate and 
film camera. Manufacturer: Siemens 
AG, West Germany. Intended use of ar- 
ticle: The article will be used as an elec- 
tron microscope accessory. Comments: 
No comments have been received with re- 
spect to this application. Decision: Ap- 
plication approved. No instrument or ap- 
paratus of equivalent scientific value to 
the foreign article, for the purposes for 
which such article is intended to be used, 
is being manufactured in the United 
States. Reasons: The foreign article is an 
accessory for an electron microscope now 
in the possession of the applicant. 

The Department of Commerce knows 
of no similar accessory being manufac- 
tured in the United States, which is in- 
terchangeable with or can be adapted to 
the electron microscope with which it is 
intended to be used. 


CHARLEY M. DENTON, 
Director, Office of Scientific and 
Technical Equipment, Busi- 
ness and Defense Services 
Administration. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-5671; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 





NEW ENGLAND MEDICAL CENTER 
HOSPITALS ET AL. 


Notice of Applications for Duty-free 
Entry of Scientific Articles 


The following are notices of the receipt 
of applications for duty-free entry of 
scientific articles pursuant to section 6(c) 
of the Educational, Scientific, and Cul- 
tural Materials Importation Act of 1966 
(Public Law 89-651; 80 Stat. 897). In- 
terested persons may present their views 
with respect to the question of whether 
an instrument or apparatus of equivalent 
scientific value for the purposes for 
which the article is intended to be used 
is being manufactured in the United 
States. Such comments must be filed in 
triplicate with the Director, Office of 
Scientific and Technical Equipment, 
Business and Defense Services Adminis- 
tration, Washington, D.C. 20230, within 
20 calendar days after date on which this 
notice of application is published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. 

Regulations issued under cited Act, 
published in the February 4, 1967, issue 
of the FEDERAL REGISTER, prescribe the 
requirements applicable to comments. 

A copy of each application is on file, 
and may be examined during ordinary 
Commerce Department business hours 
at the Office of Scientific and Technical 
Equipment, Department of Commerce, 
Room 5123, Washington, D.C. 

A copy of each comment filed with the 
Director of the Office of Scientific and 
Technical Equipment must also be mailed 
or delivered to the applicant, or its au- 
thorized agent, if any, to whose applica- 
tion the comment pertains; and the 
comment filed with the Director must 
certify that such copy has been mailed or 
delivered to the applicant. 

Docket No. 68-00527—00—46040. Appli- 
cant: New England Medical Center Hos- 
pitals, 171 Harrison Avenue, Boston, 
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Mass. 02111. Article: Vacuum evaporator, 
Model JEE-4B and rotating, tilting state, 
Model JEE-RTS. Manufacturer: Japan 
Electron Optics Laboratory Co., Ltd., 
Japan. Intended use of article: The ar- 
ticle will be used to prepare biological 
samples for electron microscopy. Appli- 
cation received by Commissioner of 
Customs: April 15, 1968. 

Docket No. 68-00528-65-46070. Appli- 
cant: Battelle Northwest, Pacific North- 
west Laboratories, Division of Battelle 
Memorial Institute, Post Office Box 999, 
Richland, Wash. 99352. Article: Scanning 
electron microscope, Model JSM-2. Man- 
ufacturer: Japan Electron Optics Labo- 
ratory Co., Ltd., Japan. Intended use of 
article: The article will be used for re- 
search programs involving detailed study 
of microstructures of materials. Appli- 
cation received by Commissioner of 
Customs: April 16, 1968. 

Docket No. 68—-00529-33-78000. Appli- 
cant: New England Institute for Medical 
Research, Grove Street, Ridgefield, Conn. 
06877. Article: Manual spectrophotom- 
eter, Model PMQ-II. Manufacturer: 
Car] Zeiss, Inc., West Germany. Intended 
use of article: The article will be used for 
spectrophotometric characterization of 
vertebrate and abnormal human heme 
proteins. Application received by Com- 
missioner of Customs: April 16, 1968. 

Docket No. 68-00530-33-46500. Appli- 
cant: Medical College of Virginia, 1200 
East Broad Street, Richmond, Va. 23219. 
Article: Ultramicrotome, Model “Om 
U2.” Manufacturer: C. Reichert Optische 
Werke A.G., Austria. Intended use of 
article: The article will be used for sec- 
tioning sections of bone-containing tis- 
sue for research concerning calcification 
and bone formation. Application received 
by Commissioner of Customs: April 17, 
1968. 

CHARLEY M. DENTON, 
Director, Office of Scientific 
and Technical Equipment, 
Business and Defense Serv- 
ices Administration. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-5672; Piled, May 13, 


1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 





UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN 


Notice of Decision on Application for 
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article 


The following is a decision on an appli- 
cation for duty free entry of a scientific 
article pursuant to section 6(c) of the 
Educational, Scientific, and Cultural 
Materials Importation Act of 1966 
(Public Law 89-651; 80 Stat. 897) and 
the regulations issued thereunder (32 
F.R. 2433 et seq.). 

A copy of the record pertaining to this 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Department of Commerce, at the Office 
of Scientific and Technical Equipment, 
Department of Commerce, Room 5123, 
Washington, D.C. 20230. 

Docket No. 68-00372—00-54800. Appli- 
cant: University of Michigan, Depart- 
ment of Ophthalmology, 5044 Kresge II, 
Ann Arbor, Mich. 48104. Article: Optical 
bench components. Manufacturer: Pre- 
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cision Tool & Instrument Co., Ltd., 
United Kingdom. Intended use of article: 
The article will be used to replace parts 
of existing scientific instruments used in 
research on the physiology of the eye 
and for instructional purposes. Com- 
ments: No comments have been received 
with respect to this application. Deci- 
sion: Application approved. No instru- 
ment or apparatus of equivalent scientific 
value to the foreign article, for the pur- 
poses for which such article is intended 
to be used, is being manufactured in the 
United States. Reasons: The application 
relates to various items which are re- 
placement parts for an optical bench now 
in the possession of the applicant. In 
order to function properly the geometric 
configuration of each replacement part 
must match the geometric configuration 
of the original part. 

The Department of Commerce knows 
of no similar replacement parts being 
manufactured in the United States, 
which are interchangeable with those to 
which the application relates. 


CHARLEY M. DENTON, 
Director, Office of Scientific 
and Technical Equipment, 
Business and Defense Serv- 
ices Administration. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-5673; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 








UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN 


Notice of Decision on Application for 
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article 


The following is a decision on an 
application for duty-free entry of a 
scientific article pursuant to section 6(c) 
of the Educational, Scientific, and Cul- 
tural Materials Importation Act of 1966 
(Public Law 89-651; 80 Stat. 897) and 
the regulations issued thereunder (32 
F.R. 2433 et seq.). 


A copy of the record pertaining to this 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Department of Commerce, at the Office 
of Scientific and Technical Equipment, 
Department of Commerce, Room 5123, 
Washington, D.C. 20230. 

Docket No. 68—-00373-00-54800. Appli- 
cant: University of Michigan, Depart- 
ment of Ophthalmology, 5044 Kresge IT, 
Ann Arbor, Mich. 48104. Article: Optical 
bench components. Manufacturer: Pre- 
cision Tool & Instrument Co., Ltd., 
United Kingdom. Intended use of article: 
The article will be used to replace parts 
of existing scientific instruments used in 
research on the physiology of the eye 
and for instructional purposes. Com- 
ments: No comments have been received 
with respect to this application. Deci- 
sion: Application approved. No instru- 
ment or apparatus of equivalent scien- 
tific value to the foreign article, for the 
purposes for which such article is 
intended to be used, is being manufac- 
tured in the United States. Reasons: The 
application relates to various items which 
are replacement parts for an optical 
bench now in the possession of the appli- 
cant. In order to function properly the 
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geometric configuration of each replace- 
ment part must match the geometric 
configuration of the original part. 

The Department of Commerce knows 
of no similar replacement parts being 
manufactured in the United States, 
which are interchangeable with those to 
which the application relates. 


CHARLEY M. DENTON, 
Director, Office of Scientific and 
Technical Equipment, Busi- 
ness and Defense Services 
Administration. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-5674; Filed, May 13, 
8:45 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Office of the Secretary 


TOBACCO INSPECTION AND PRICE 
SUPPORT SERVICES 


Notice of Public Hearing Regarding 
Application for Proposed New Mar- 
ket at Yadkinville, N.C. 


Notice is hereby given of a public hear- 
ing to be held upon the application of 
J. A. Miller, Sr., Post Office Box 96, 
Yadkinville, N.C., for tobacco inspection 
and price support services for a proposed 
new market at Yadkinville, N.C. 

The hearing will be held in the court- 
room of the Yadkin County Courthouse 
at Yadkinville, N.C., beginning at 10 a.m., 
on May 29, 1968. 

The aforesaid public hearing will be 
conducted and evidence received pur- 
suant to the concurrent and identical 
policy statements and regulations gov- 
erning the extension of tobacco inspec- 
tion and price support services to new 
markets and to additional sales on desig- 
nated markets (7 CFR Part 29, Subpart 
A). 


Done at Washington, D.C., this 8th day 
of May 1968. 


1968; 


GEorRGE L. MEHREN, 
Assistant Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-5697; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCA- 
TION, AND WELFARE 


Food and Drug Administration 
MERCK & CO., INC. 


Notice of Filing of Petition for Food 
Additive Ronidazole 


Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed- 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
409(b) (5), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 US.C. 
348(b) (5)), notice is given that a peti- 
tion has been filed by Merck Sharp & 
Dohme Research Laboratories, Division 
of Merck & Co., Inc., Rahway, N.J. 07065, 
proposing the issuance of a regulation to 
provide for the safe use of ronidazole 
((1-methyl-5-nitroimidazol-2-yl) methyl 
carbamate) in turkey feed as an aid in 
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the prevention of blackhead (histomo- 
niasis) . 


Dated: May 6, 1968. 


J. K. Kirx, 
Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-5730; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:50 a.m.] 


NOPCO CHEM. CO. 


Notice of Filing of Petition for Food 
Additives Chlortetracycline, Sulfa- 
thiazole, and Penicillin 


Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed- 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
409(b) (5), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 USC. 
348(b) (5)), notice is given that a peti- 
tion has been filed by Nopco Chem. Co., 
60 Park Place, Newark, N.J. 07101, pro- 
posing the issuance of a food additive 
regulation to provide for the safe use 
in swine feed of a combination drug 
containing chlortetracycline, sulfathia- 
zole, and penicillin for growth promotion 
and improved feed efficiency and as an 
aid in the prevention and treatment of 
bacterial enteritis (scours, necrotic 
enteritis, vibrionic dysentery, baby pig 
diarrhea), in maintaining weight gains 
in the presence of atrophic rhinitis, in 
reducing the incidence of cervical 
abscesses, and in prevention of bacterial 
enteritis during periods of stress. 


Dated: May 6, 1968. 


J. K. Kirk, 
Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-5731; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:50 am.] 


Office of the Secretary 


INTERSTATE AIR POLLUTION IN IRON- 
TON, OHIO—ASHLAND, KY.— 
HUNTINGTON, W. VA., METROPOL- 
ITAN AREA 


Notice of Conference of Air Pollution 
Control Agencies 


Whereas, on the basis of reports, sur- 
veys or studies, I have reason to believe 
that interstate air pollution which orig- 
inates in each of the States of Ohio, 
Kentucky, and West Virginia (Iron- 
ton, Ohio—Ashland, Ky—Huntington, 
W. Va., Metropolitan Area) is endanger- 
ing the health or welfare of persons in 
each of such States other than that in 
which the air pollution originates, and, 

Whereas, officials of the State of Ohio, 
the State of Kentucky and the State of 
West Virginia have been consulted pur- 
suant to section 108(d)(1)(C) of the 
Clean Air Act, as amended (42 U.S.C. 
1857d(d) (1) (C)), 

Now, therefore, pursuant to section 
108(d)(1) of the Clean Air Act, as 
amended, I hereby give formal notifica- 
tion of the air pollution described above 
to, and call a conference of, the air pol- 
lution control agencies of the following: 
State of Ohio (Ohio Department of Health). 


State of Kentucky (Kentucky Air Pollution 
Control Commission). 


State of West Virginia (West Virginia De- 
partment of Health). 


All municipalities as defined in section 
302(f) of the Clean Air Act, as amended 
(42 U.S.C. 1857h(f)) located in the fol- 
lowing named counties: 

In the State of Ohio: Lawrence County; 

In the State of Kentucky: Greenup County 
and Boyd County; 

In the State of West Virginia: Wayne County 
and Cabell County. 


Mr. William H. Megonnell is hereby 
designated as Presiding Officer of the 
Conference, and Mr. Robert L. Harris is 
hereby designated as the official confer- 
ence participant for the Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare. The 
Presiding Officer will fix the date, time 
and place for convening the conference 
after consultation with representatives 
of the air pollution control agencies of 
the States of Ohio, Kentucky, and West 
Virginia. 

Dated: May 9, 1968. 


JOHN T. MIDDLETON, 
Director, National Center for 
Air Pollution Control. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-5696; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION 
CONTROL 


California State Standards; Public 
Hearing—Second Session 


Notice is hereby given that the public 
hearing concerning motor vehicle emis- 
sion control standards adopted by the 
State of California, called by the Secre- 
tary of Health, Education, and Welfare 
(32 F.R. 17443) pursuant to section 208 
(b) of the Clean Air Act as amended (42 
U.S.C. 1857 et seq.) , and recessed subject 
to call by the Presiding Officer (33 F.R. 
3011), is hereby reconvened and will be 
held in Room 115, Old State Building, 
217 West First Street, Los Angeles, Calif., 
beginning at 10 a.m., on June 5, 1968. 
The hearing will be conducted by the 
undersigned as Presiding Officer. 

Procedures for the conduct of the 
public hearing were previously published 
by the Secretary on December 20, 1967 
(32 F.R. 19196) . This session of the hear- 
ing is intended to provide an opportunity 
for interested persons to present their 
views, arguments or other pertinent in- 
formation relating to the recent revisions 
of the California Standards and Test 
Procedures, cited in such published 
procedures, in the light of the action 
proposed to be taken by the Secretary as 
set out in the aforesaid notice of hearing. 

Such revisions, applicable to 1969 and 
1970 model year new motor vehicles and 
new motor vehicle engines as therein 
indicated, are contained in the following 
documents: 

1. Articles 1, 2 and 6, Title 13, Chapter 
3, Subchapter 1, California Administra- 
tive Code, as amended April 16, 1968. 

2. California Fuel Evaporative Emis- 
sion Standards and Test Procedure for 


Passenger Cars, adopted April 16, 1968, 
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applicable to 1970 model year passenger 
cars. 

3. California Exhaust Emission Stand- 
ard and Test Procedure for Heavy 
Trucks, adopted April 1968, applicable 
to 1969 model year trucks. 

4. Revisions to Articles 1 and 2 of the 
California Administrative Code cited 
above, and California Exhaust Emission 
Standards and Test Procedures for Pas- 
senger Cars and Light Duty Vehicles, as 
adopted by the California Air Resources 
Board on May 14, 1968, and applicable 
to 1969 model year vehicles. 

A copy of the above described material 
is available for inspection at the office of 
the Presiding Officer, Room 2428, Depart- 
ment of Health, Education, and Welfare, 
South Building, Washington, D.C. 20201 
and at the office of the California Air 
Resources Board, Suite 1085, 417 South 
Hill Street, Los Angeles, Calif. 90013. 
Copies of such documents are available 
upon request to either of the above 
offices. 

Material presented at the first session 
of the public hearing or filed for the 
record is already part of the record of the 
public hearing and repetition of such 
material at the second session is unneces- 
sary. Presentations by the participants 
should, therefore, be addressed to the 
revised California standards and test 
procedures identified above. 

Any person desiring to make a state- 
ment at the hearing or to submit material 
for the record of the hearing should file 
a notice of such intention and, if prac- 
ticable, five copies of his proposed state- 
ment (and other relevant material) with 
the Presiding Office, Room 2428, Depart- 
ment of Health, Education, and Welfare, 
South Building, Washington, D.C. 20201 
not later than May 31, 1968. 


Dated: May 10, 1968. 


WILLIAM H. MEGONNELL, 
Presiding Officer. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-5787; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:51 a.m.] 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 


[Docket No. 19103] 


ALITALIA-LINEE AEREE ITALIANE— 
S.p.A. 


Notice of Oral Argument 


Notice is hereby given pursuant to the 
provisions of the Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958, as amended, that oral argument 
in the above-entitled matter is assigned 
to be held on May 29, 1968, at 10 a.m., 
e.d.s.t., in Room 1027, Universal Building, 
1825 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washing- 
ton, D.C., before the Board. 


Dated at Washington, D.C., May 9, 
1968. 


[SEAL] Tuomas L. WRENN, 


Chief Examiner. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-5715; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


NOTICES 


[Docket No. 19505] 
AMERICAN COURIER CORP. ET AL. 
Notice of Prehearing Conference 


Notice is hereby given that a pre- 
hearing conference in the above-entitled 
matter is assigned to be held on May 24, 
1968, at 10 a.m. e.d.s.t., in Room 211, Uni- 
versal Building, 1825 Connecticut Ave- 
nue NW., Washington, D.C., before Ex- 
aminer Edward T. Stodola. 


Dated at Washington, D.C., May 8, 
1968. 


[SEAL] Tuomas L. WRENN, 


Chief Examiner. 


68-5716; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


[F.R. Doc. 


[Docket No. 19855] 


WESTGATE-CALIFORNIA CORP. 
ET AL. 


Notice of Prehearing Conference 


Notice is hereby given that a prehear- 
ing conference in the above-entitled 
matter is assigned to be held on May 21, 
1968, at 10 a.m., e.d.s.t., in Room 1027, 
Universal Building, 1825 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C., before 
Examiner Edward T. Stodola. 


Dated at Washington, D.C., May 8, 
1968. 


[SEAL] Tuomas L. WRENN, 


Chief Examiner. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-5717; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT 


Notice of Grant of Authority To Make 
a Noncareer Executive Assignment 


Under authority of § 9.20 of Civil Serv- 
ice Rule IX (5 CFR 9.20), the Civil Serv- 
ice Commission authorizes the Treasury 
Department to fill by noncareer executive 
assignment in the excepted service the 
position of Deputy Assistant to the Sec- 
retary (Congressional Relations), Office 
of the Secretary. 


UNITED STATES CIviL SERvV- 
ICE COMMISSION, 
JAMES C. Spry, 
Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-5705; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


[SEAL] 


INDUSTRY ECONOMIST 
Manpower Shortage; Listing 


Under the provisions of 5 U.S.C. 5723, 
the Civil Service Commission found a 
manpower shortage on April 24, 1968, for 
the single position of Industry 
Economist, GS—110-15 (Chief, Branch of 


7129 


Economic Research), Division of 
Economics, Bureau of Commercial 
Fisheries, Department of the Interior, 
Washington, D.C. This finding termi- 
nates when the position is filled. 

The appointee to this position may be 
paid for the expenses of travel and 
transportation to first post of duty. 


UNITED STATES CIviL SERV- 
ICE COMMISSION, 


JAMES C. Spry, 
Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-5706; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 


[Docket No. 17185 etc.; FCC 68M-—738] 


GENERAL TELEPHONE COMPANY OF 
FLORIDA AND FLORIDA TELE- 
PHONE CORP. 


Order Continuing Hearing 


In the matter of the petition of Gen- 
eral Telephone Company of Florida, 
Docket No. 17185; for establishment of a 
physical connection, pursuant to section 
201(a) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, with facilities of 
American Telephone and Telegraph Co. 
and Southern Bell Telephone and Tele- 
graph Co. at Polk City (Eva), Fla., and 
in regarding applications of Florida 
Telephone Corp., Dockets Nos. 18167, 
18168, 18169, 18170, 18171, 18172, 18173, 
for a construction permit to establish 
additional facilities in the Domestic 
Public Point-to-Point Microwave Radio 
Service between Dade City and Plant 
City, Fla., et al. 

The Hearing Examiner having under 
consideration the “Motion for Continu- 
ance” filed on May 3, 1968 by General 
Telephone Company of Florida, request- 
ing-a continuance of the date now sched- 
uled for the prehearing conference from 
May 13, 1968, to June 10, 1968; 

It appearing, that good cause has been 
shown for a grant of the requested con- 
tinuance; 

It is ordered, That the aforesaid mo- 
tion for continuance, be, and the same 
is, hereby granted; that the prehearing 
conference presently scheduled for May 
13, 1968, is hereby continued to June 10, 
1968; and that the hearing presently 
scheduled for June 17, .1968, is hereby 
continued to a date to be determined at 
said prehearing conference. 


Issued: May 8, 1968. 
Released: May 9, 1968. 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION, 
Ben F. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-5722; Filed, May 18, 
8:49 a.m.] 


[SEAL] 


[SEAL] 
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[Docket No. 17889, 17800; FCC 68R-197] 


LONG ISLAND VIDEO, INC., AND 
GRANIK BROADCASTING CO., INC. 


Memorandum Opinion and Order 
Enlarging Issues 


In re applications of Long Island Video, 
Inc., Patchogue, N.Y., Docket No. 17889, 
File No. BPCT-3242; Granik Broadcast- 
ing Co., Inc., Patchogue, N.Y., Docket 
No. 17890, File No. BPCT-3422; for con- 
struction permit for new television 
broadcast station. 

1. This proceeding involves the appli- 
cations of Long Island Video, Inc. 
(Video), and Granik Broadcasting Co., 
Inc. (Granik), each requesting a con- 
struction permit for a new television 
broadcast station to operate on Channel 
67, Patchogue, N.Y. By order, FCC 
67-1292, released December 12, 1967, the 
Commission designated the applications 
for consolidated hearing on a standard 
comparative issue. Presently before the 
Review Board is a petition to enlarge 
issues, filed February 16, 1968, by Video, 
requesting the addition of a Suburban 
programing issue against Granik.* 

2. Although the instant petition is 
untimely, Video contends that “good 
cause” for the delay may be found in the 
fact that Granik has amended its pro- 
posal several times over a 3-year 
period prior to designation. The Board 
agrees with the Broadcast Bureau that 
such explanation is unpersuasive. In fact, 
as conceded by Video in its petition, 
Granik’s “last programing amendment 
is of 1966 vintage.” Video has had ade- 
quate opportunity to evaluate and timely 
question Granik’s program proposal. In 
view of these circumstances, the Board 
has examined the subject petition under 
the criteria enunciated in The Edgefield- 
Saluda Radio Company (WJES),? and 
has determined that the total of the 
inquiry requested by Video is not war- 
ranted. 

3. In urging addition of a Suburban 
programing issue Video contends (a) 
that Granik has made no showing that 
its 1966 program amendment reflected 
the needs of the proposed service area 
as determined by “a sampling of the 
local citizenry”, and (b) that although 
Granik increased its coverage area 
through a July, 1967 engineering amend- 
ment, it has not changed its programing 
or given any indication that its pro- 
graming would be responsive to the 
needs of the new coverage area. Finally, 
Video submits the affidavit of a public 
relations executive who allegedly ques- 
tioned “a broad cross-section of com- 
munity leaders” and discovered that they 
had not been contacted by Granik repre- 
sentatives. The Bureau maintains that 
Video’s showing is insufficient to warrant 
addition of the issue; however, it sug- 
gests that Granik should be required to 
submit a satisfactory statement regard- 
ing its efforts to ascertain the program- 


1 The other pleadings before the Board are: 
(a) Comments, filed Feb. 29, 1968, by the 
Broadcast Bureau and (b) opposition, filed 
Mar. 21, 1968, by Granik. By letter, dated 
Apr. 16, 1968, counsel for Video indicated 
that no reply pleading would be filed. 

25 FCC 2d 148, 8 RR 2d 611 (1966). 


NOTICES 


ing needs and interests of the commu- 
nity. 

4. In opposition, Granik indicates the 
various methods it employed to ascertain 
community interests. In this regard, 
Granik submits that it: (a) Retained a 
community relations professional, whose 
efforts resulted in two meetings of 
Patchogue citizens, called to discuss pro- 
graming needs and to ascertain citizen 
willingness to assist in the operation of 
the proposed station; (b) sent question- 
naires to approximately sixty community 
organizations; and (c) established an 
advisory board of business, educational, 
religious, and cultural leaders, to provide 
“continuing advice and suggestions on 
the needs and interests of the residents 
of the area.” Granik’s unchallenged 
showing satisfies the Board that Granik 
has in fact conducted surveys and inter- 
views in an effort to ascertain the pro- 
graming needs of its original service 
area. Further it should be noted that 
Video does not challenge Granik’s con- 
tention that the information derived 
from these sources provided the basis for 
the specific program proposal.* Compare 
Minshall Broadcasting Co., 11 FCC 2d 
796, 12 RR 2d 502 (1968). A review of 
Granik’s July 1967, engineering amend- 
ment reveals that substantial portions of 
the gain area are contiguous to the 
original coverage area; as such, Video’s 
allegations fail to overcome the presump- 
tion that “the programing needs and in- 
terests of the new coverage area are sub- 
stantially the same as those in the area 
already served.” The Edgefield-Saluda 
Radio Company (WJES), FCC 66R-96, 
7 RR 2d 544; Darrell E. Yates (KRBA), 2 
FCC 2d 130, 6 RR 2d 882 (1965). How- 
ever, further inspection of the coverage 
contour exhibit submitted with the 1967 
amendment indicates that, for the first 
time, portions of Bridgeport, Norwalk, 
and Stamford, Conn., appear within the 
Grade B contour of the proposed facility. 
These areas, separated from Patchogue 
by Long Island Sound and located in an- 
other state, cannot be considered con- 
tiguous or close to its original service 
area. Accordingly, Granik should demon- 
state what efforts it has made to ascer- 
tain the programing needs of this par- 
ticular portion of its proposed service 
area, and the manner in which it would 
meet such needs. See Cosmos Broadcast- 
ing Corp. (WSFA-TV), 5 FCC 2d 690, 8 
RR 2d 975 (1966) ; City of New York Mu- 
nicipal Broadcasting System (WNYC), 
11 FCC 2d 287, 12 RR 2d 189 (1968). 

5. Accordingly, it is ordered, That the 
petition to enlarge issues, filed Febru- 
ary 16, 1968, by Long Island Video, Inc. 
is granted to the extent indicated below 
and denied in all other respects; and 

6. It is further ordered, That the issues 
in this proceeding are enlarged by the 
addition of the following issue: To de- 
termine, with respect to the application 
of Granik Broadcasting Co., Inc., what 
efforts have been made by the applicant 
to ascertain the programing needs and 
interests of those areas of Connecticut 


* Attached to Granik’s opposition are copies 
of letters from local community leaders, sev- 
eral of which contain specific suggestions for 
television programing. 


shown on this applieant’s July 1967, en- 
gineering amendment (Exhibit E-2) as 
now falling within its predicted Grade 
B contour, and the manner in which 
it proposes to meet such needs and 
interests. 

7. It is further ordered, That the bur- 
den of proceeding and the burden of 
proof as to the added issue will be on 
Granik Broadcasting Co., Inc. 


Adopted: May 8, 1968. 
Released: May 10, 1968. 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
CoMMISsSsION,* 


Ben F. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-5723; Filed, May 13, 
8:49 a.m.] 


[SEAL] 


1968; 


[Docket No. 17613; FCC 68M-739] 
MILTON BROADCASTING CO. 
Order Rescheduling Hearing 


In re application of Clayton W. Ma- 
poles, trading as Milton Broadcasting 
Co., Docket No. 17613, File No. BR-2983; 
for renewal of license of Station WEBY, 
Milton, Fla. 

In accordance with the ruling at the 
further prehearing conference of May 6, 
1968: It is ordered, That, on the condi- 
tions mentioned at the conference, the 
hearing is scheduled for August 19, 1968, 
in Milton, Fla. 


Issued: May 8, 1968. 
Released: May 9, 1968. 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION, 
BEN F. WAPLE, 
Secretary, 
[F.R. Doc. 68-5724; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


[SEAL] 


[Docket No. 17987; FCC 68M-736] 
JOHN DEE YOUNG 


Order Continuing Hearing 


In the matter of John Dee Young, c/o 
American Radio Association, Room 207, 
270 Madison Avenue, New York, N.Y. 
10016, Docket No. 17987, suspension of 
radiotelegraph second class operator 
license. 

It is ordered, That, pursuant to the 
oral request of counsel for the Field 
Engineering Bureau, the hearing herein 
presently scheduled for May 14, 1968 is 
continued to May 15, 1968, commencing 
at 2 p.m. and the place of hearing is 
changed from Room 700, New Federal 
Building, 26 Federal Plaza, Lafayette and 
Duane Streets, New York, N.Y., to Room 
748, Federal Building, 641 Washington 
Street, New York, N.Y. 


Issued: May 8, 1968. 
Released: May 8, 1968. 


PEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
CoMMISSION, 
BEN F. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-5725; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


“Board Member Pincock absent. Board 
Member Nelson not participating. 


[SEAL] 
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Street NW., Room 609; or at the office of 
the District Managers, New York, N.Y., 
New Orleans, La., and San Francisco, 
Calif. Comments with reference to the 
proposed changes and the petition, in- 
cluding a request for hearing, if desired, 
may be submitted to the Secretary, Fed- 
eral Maritime Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20573, within 20 days after publi- 
cation of this notice in the FEDERAL 
ReEcIsTeErR. A copy of any such statement 
should also be forwarded to the party 
filing the petition (as indicated herein- 
after), and the comments should indicate 
that this has been done. 

Notice of application to modify an 
approved dual rate contract filed by: 
Mr. R. J. Flynn, Chairman, Far East Con- 

ference, 11 Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10004. 


The Far East Conference (Agreement 
17, as amended) has filed with the Com- 
mission an application to modify its ap- 
proved Dual Rate Merchant’s Agreement. 
The proposed contract modification adds 
currency devaluation by governmental 
action to those activities contained in 
Article 5(c), which if occur, permits the 
Conference to suspend the said agree- 
ment with respect to the operations 
affected or in lieu of suspension may in- 
crease rates on not less than 15 days 
written notice to the Merchant who re- 
tains the right to notify the Conference 
in writing of his intent to suspend the 
contract insofar as such increase is 
concerned. 


Dated: May 9, 1968. 
By order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 
THOMAS Lis1, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-5733; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:50 a.m.] 


STATE OF HAWAII AND MATSON 
NAVIGATION CO. 


Notice of Agreement Filed for 
Approval 


Notice is hereby given that the follow- 
ing agreement has been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46 
U.S.C. 814). 


Interested parties may inspect and ob- 
tain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari- 
time Commission, 1321 H Street NW., 
Room 609; or may inspect agreements at 
the offices of the District Managers, New 
York, N.Y., New Orleans, La., and San 
Francisco, Calif. Comments with refer- 
ence to an agreement including a request 
for hearing, if desired, may be submitted 
to the Secretary, Federal Maritime Com- 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20573, within 
20 days after publication of this notice 
in the FepERAL REGISTER. A copy of any 
such statement should also be forwarded 
to the party filing the agreement (as in- 
dicated hereinafter), and the comments 
should indicate that this has been done. 
Notice of agreement filed for approval 
by: 


NOTICES 


Mr. Willis R. Deming, Vice President, Matson 
Navigation Co., 100 Mission Street, San 
Francisco, Calif. 94105. 


Agreement No. T-2171 between the 
State of Hawaii (Hawaii) and Matson 
Navigation Co. (Matson) provides for 
the lease of marine terminal space by 
Hawaii to Matson for use, primarily, as 
a container facility. Rental will be as- 
sessed on a square foot basis plus all tariff 
charges. In addition Matson will pay all 
property taxes. Matson guarantees a 
minimum annual payment of $357,500 
through calendar year 1970. If Hawaii 
determines that containers of other car- 
riers can be handled over the piers leased 
to Matson and loaded or unloaded by 
Matson’s cranes, Matson shall, if re- 
quested, furnish this crane service at the 
rates and under the terms and conditions 
established by Matson and approved by 
Hawaii. The agreement will supersede 
and cancel Federal Maritime Commis- 
sion Agreement No. 8445, as amended. 


Dated: May 8, 1968. 


By order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 
THOMAS LIsI, 
' Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-5734; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:50 a.m.] 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 


[Docket No. G—2683 etc.] 


ASSOCIATED PROGRAMS, INC., 
ET AL. 


Notice of Applications for Certificates, 
Abandonment of Service, and Peti- 
tions To Amend Certificates; Cor- 
rection 

May 2, 1968. 

Associated Programs, Inc. (successor to 
Associated Oil & Gas Co.), and other 
applicants listed herein, Docket Nos. G- 
2683, etc.; Consolidated Oil & Gas, Inc. 
(successor to Shell Oil Co.), Docket No. 
CI68-1209 (G-—13876). 

In notice of applications for certifi- 
cates, abandonment of service and peti- 
tions to amend certificates, issued April 
25, 1968, and published in the FrepreraL 
REGISTER, May 4, 1968 (F.R. Doc. 68—- 
5253) , 33 F_R. 6840, Docket Nos. G—2683 et 
al., third column: Docket No. CI68-1209, 
change the locations to read “Utah” in 
lieu of “New Mexico”. 


GorDON M. GRANT, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-5675; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:45 am.] 


[Docket No, E-7414] 


IOWA SOUTHERN UTILITIES CO. 
Notice of Application 


May 7, 1968. 
Take notice that on April 30, 1968, 
Iowa Southern Utilities Co. (Applicant) 
filed an application for an order pur- 
suant to section 204 of the Federal Power 
Act authorizing the issuance of $10 mil- 


lion principal amount of First Mortgage 
Bonds. 

Applicant is incorporated under the 
laws of the State of Delaware with its 
principal business office at Centerville, 
Iowa, and is engaged in the electric util- 
ity business in 24 counties in Iowa. 

The Bonds will be dated June 1, 1968, 
and mature June 1, 1998, and will bear 
interest at a rate to be determined by 
competitive bidding pursuant to the 
Commission’s Regulations. It is antici- 
pated bids will be opened June 11, 1968. 

The proceeds from the issuance of the 
Bonds will be used to repay bank loans 
incurred to finance in part the Appli- 
cant’s construction program for 1967 and 
1968, the principal item of which, is con- 
struction work on Applicant’s 215,000 
kilowatt Burlington Generating Station, 
which will require an expenditure of 
approximately $25.4 million. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to the 
application should on or before May 28, 
1968, file with the Federal Power Com- 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, peti- 
tions or protests in accordance with the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro- 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). The appli- 
cation is on file with the Commission 
and is available for public inspection. 


GORDON M. GRANT, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-5676; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Docket No. RI68-400] 


PROGRESS PETROLEUM, INC. 


Order Amending Order Providing for 
Hearings on and Suspension of 
Proposed Changes in Rates To Per- 
mit Substitute Rate Filing 


May 7, 1968. 

On January 2, 1968, L. J. Onstott, 
doing business as Progress Petroleum, 
Inc. (Operator) 7 (Onstott) filed with the 
Commission a proposed change in rate 
from 14.49 cents to 16.56 cents, inclusive 
of tax reimbursement, for a sale of gas 
to Lone Star Gas Co. (Lone Star) from 
Onstott’s McGregor Plant, in Archer 
County, Tex. (Railroad District No. 9). 
Such notice of change, designated as 
Supplement No. 1 to Onstott’s FPC Gas 
Rate Schedule No. 1, was suspended by 
the Commission’s order issued Janu- 
ary 31, 1968, in Docket No. RI68—400, 
until July 2, 1968, and thereafter until 
made effective in the manner prescribed 
by the Natural Gas Act. Onstott’s sus- 
pended rate has not been made effective 
pursuant to section 4(e) of the Natural 
Gas Act. 

Onstott was issued a certificate at an 
initial rate of 14.49 cents, which included 
0.49 cent tax reimbursement. The pre- 
viously filed 16.56 cents increased rate 
included 0.56 cent tax reimbursement. 
Onstott now states that he is not paying 
the tax, but that the tax involved is 


1 Previously erroneously reported as L. J. 


Onstott doing business as Progress Petroleum 
Properties (Operator). 
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paid by the producers from whom he 
purchases gas for resale to Lone Star 
after processing in his McGregor Plant 
and therefore he is not contractually 
entitled to a tax reimbursement. Accord- 
ingly, Onstott has submitted a substitute 
notice of change proposing a rate in- 
crease from 14 cents to 16 cents, exclu- 
sive of tax reimbursement, which has 
been designated as Supplement No. 1 to 
Supplement No. 1 to Onstott’s FPC Gas 
Rate Schedule No. 1. 

Onstott’s proposed corrected rate of 16 
cents per Mcf exceeds the area increased 
rate ceiling of 14.5 cents per Mcf for 
Texas Railroad District No. 9 as an- 
nounced in the Commission’s statement 
of general policy No. 61-1, as amended, 
as did the previously suspended rate in 
said docket. Since Onstott’s instant rate 
filing reflects a corrected tax reimburse- 
ment under the rate schedule involved, 
we believe that it would be in the public 
interest to accept Onstott’s corrective 
rate filing subject to the suspension pro- 
ceeding in Docket No. RI68—-400 with the 
suspension period of such corrective rate 
filing to terminate concurrently with the 
suspension period (July 2, 1968) of the 
original filing in said docket. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) The suspension order issued July 
31, 1968, in Docket No. RI68—400, is 
amended only so far as to permit the 16 
cents per Mcf rate contained in Supple- 
ment No. 1 to Supplement No. 1 to 
Onstott’s FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 1 
to be filed to supersede the 16.56 cents per 
Mcf rate provided by Supplement No. 1 
to the aforementioned rate schedule, sub- 
ject to the suspension proceeding in 
Docket No. RI68-400. The suspension 
period for such substitute filing to termi- 
nate concurrently with the suspension 
period (July 2, 1968) presently in effect 
in said docket. 

(B) In all other respects, the order 
issued by the Commission on January 31, 
1968, in Docket No. RI68—400, shall re- 
main unchanged and in full force and 
effect. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] GorpDON M. GRANT, 
Secretary. 
[FR. Doc. 68-5677; Filed, May 13, 1968; 


8:46 a.m.] 


INTERAGENCY TEXTILE 
ADMINISTRATIVE COMMITTEE 


CERTAIN COTTON TEXTILES AND 
COTTON TEXTILE PRODUCTS PRO- 
DUCED OR MANUFACTURED IN 
COLOMBIA 


Entry and Withdrawal for 
Consumption 


May 8, 1968. 
On February 20, 1968, the Government 
of the United States, in furtherance of 
the objectives of, and under the terms of 
the Long-Term Arrangement Regarding 
International Trade in Cotton Textiles 
done at Geneva on February 9, 1962, 


FEDERAL 
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concluded an agreement with the Gov- 
ernment of Colombia further amending 
the bilateral cotton textile agreement of 
June 9, 1965, concerning exports of cot- 
ton textiles and cotton textile products 
from Colombia to the United States. As 
amended, the agreement provides annual 
limitations on exports of all cotton tex- 
tiles and cotton textile products from 
Colombia to the United States for succes- 
sive 12-month periods beginning July 1, 
1965, and extending through June 30, 
1970. 


Entries into the United States for con- 
sumption and withdrawals from ware- 
house for consumption of cotton textiles 
and cotton textile products in Categories 
1 through 64, produced or manufactured 
in Colombia and exported to the United 
States on or after July 1, 1967, have 
exceeded the aggregate level provided for 
in the agreement, as amended. Consulta- 
tions with the Government of Colombia 
concerning these exports are now in 
progress. A subject of such consultations 
will be provision for the entry of goods 
affected by the directive published 
below. 


Accordingly, there is published below 
a letter of May 8, 1968, from the Chair- 
man of the President’s Cabinet Textile 
Advisory Committee to the Commissioner 
of Customs, directing that as soon as pos- 
sible, and until further notice, entry into 
the United States for consumption and 
withdrawal from warehouse for consump- 
tion of cotton textiles in Categories 1 
through 64, produced or manufactured 
in Colombia and exported therefrom ‘to 
the United States during the period be- 
ginning July 1, 1967, and extending 
through June 30, 1968, be prohibited. 


STANLEY NEHMER, 
Chairman, Interagency Textile 
Administrative Committee, 
and Deputy Assistant Secre- 
tary for Resources. 


PRESIDENT’S CABINET TEXTILE ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 


COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS, 
Department of the Treasury, 
Washington, D.C. 20226. 
May 8, 1968. 

Dear Mr. COMMISSIONER: Under the terms 
of the Long-Term Arrangement Regarding 
International Trade in Cotton Textiles done 
at Geneva on February 9, 1962, pursuant to 
the bilateral cotton textile agreement of 
June 9, 1965, as amended, between the Gov- 
ernments of the United States and Colom- 
bia, and in accordance with the procedures 
outlined in Executive Order 11052 of Sep- 
tember 28, 1962, as amended by Executive 
Order 11214 of April 7, 1965, you are directed 
to prohibit, effective as soon as possible, 
and until further notice, entry into the 
United States for consumption and with- 
drawal from warehouse for consumption of 
cotton textiles and cotton textile products 
in Categories 1 through 64, produced or 
manufactured in Colombia and which have 
been exported to the United States from 
Colombia during the period beginning July 1, 
1967, and extending through June 30, 1968. 

Cotton textiles and cotton textile products 
which have been released from the custody 
of the Bureau of Customs under the pro- 
visions of 19 U.S.C. 1448(b) prior to the ef- 
fective date of this directive shall not be 
subject to this directive. 
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A detailed description of the categories in 
terms of T.S.US.A. numbers was published 
in the FPepERAL REGISTER On January 17, 1968 
(33 F.R. 582), and amendments thereto on 
March 15, 1968 (33 F.R. 4600). 

In carrying out the above directions, entry 
into the United States for consumption shall 
be construed to include entry for consump- 
tion into the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico. 

The actions taken with respect to the Gov- 
ernment of Colombia and with respect to 
imports of cotton textiles and cotton tex- 
tile products from Colombia have been deter- 
mined by the President’s Cabinet Textile Ad- 
visory Committee to involve foreign affairs 
functions of the United States. Therefore, 
the directions to the Commissioner of Cus- 
toms, being necessary to the implementa- 
tion of such actions, fall within the foreign 
affairs exception to the notice provisions of 
5 U.S.C. 553 (Supp. II, 1965-66). This letter 
will be published in the FreperaL REGISTER. 

Sincerely yours, 
C. R. SmirH, 
Secretary of Commerce, Chairman, 
President’s Cabinet, Textile Ad- 
visory Committee. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-5701; Filed, May 13, 
8:47 a.m.] 


OFFICE OF EMERGENCY 
PLANNING 


KENTUCKY 
Notice of Major Disaster 


Pursuant to the authority vested in me 
by the President under Executive Order 
10427 of January 16, 1953, Executive 
Order 10737 of October 29, 1957, and Ex- 
ecutive Order 11051 of September 27, 
1962 (18 F.R. 407, 22 F.R. 8799, 27 F.R. 
9683) ; Reorganization Plan No. 1 of 1958, 
Public Law 85-763, and Public Law 87- 
296; by virtue of the Act of September 30, 
1950, entitled “An Act to authorize Fed- 
eral assistance to States and local gov- 
ernments in major disasters, and for 
other purposes” (42 U.S.C. 1855-1855g), 
as amended; notice is hereby given of a 
declaration of “major disaster” by the 
President in his letter dated May 4, 1968, 
reading in part as follows: 

I have determined that the damage in 
various areas of the Commonwealth of Ken- 
tucky adversely affected by tornadoes and 
severe storms on April 23, 1968, is of sufficient 
severity and magnitude to warrant a major 
disaster declaration under Public Law 81-875. 


I do hereby determine the following 
areas in the Commonwealth of Ken- 
tucky to have been adversely affected by 
the catastrophe declared a major dis- 
aster by the President in his declaration 
of May 4, 1968: 

The Counties of : 


1968; 


Bracken. Mason. 
Greenup. Pendleton. 
Jessamine. 
Dated: May 7, 1968. 
PRICE DANIEL, 
Director, 


Office of Emergency Planning. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-5684; Piled, May 13, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 




















































































OHIO 


Notice of Major Disaster 


Pursuant to the authority vested in 
me by the President under Executive 
Order 10427 of January 16, 1953, Execu- 
tive Order 10737 of October 29, 1957, and 
Executive Order 11051 of September 27, 
1962 (18 F.R. 407, 22 F.R. 8799, 27 FR. 
9683); Reorganization Plan No. 1 of 
1958, Public Law 85-763, and Public Law 
87-296; by virtue of the Act of Septem- 
ber 30, 1950, entitled “An Act to author- 
ize Federal assistance to States and local 
governments in major disasters, and 
for other purposes” (42 U.S.C. 1855- 
1855g), as amended; notice is hereby 
given of a declaration of “major dis- 
aster” by the President in his letter 
dated May 4, 1968, reading in part as 
follows: 

I have determined that the damage in 
those areas of the State of Ohio adversely 
affected by tornadoes and severe storms on 
April 23, 1968, is of sufficient severity and 


magnitude to warrant a major disaster 
declaration under Public Law 81-875. 


I do hereby determine the following 
areas in the State of Ohio to have been 
adversely affected by the catastrophe 
declared a major disaster by the Presi- 
dent in his declaration of May 4, 1968: 

The Counties of: 
Brown. 

Clermont. 
Gallia. 


Dated: May 7, 1968. 


PRICE DANIEL, 
Director, 
Office of Emergency Planning. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-5685; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 


[70-4624] 
ALLEGHENY PITTSBURGH COAL CO. 


Notice of Proposed Reduction of 
Indebtedness 


May 8, 1968. 

Notice is hereby given that Allegheny 
Pittsburgh Coal Co. (“Coal Company”), 
Cabin Hill, Greensburg, Pa.15601, a non- 
utility subsidiary company of West Penn 
Power Co. (“West Penn”), an exempt 
holding company and a public-utility 
subsidiary company of Allegheny Power 
System, Inc., a registered holding com- 
pany, has filed a declaration with this 
Commission pursuant to the Public 
Utility Holding Company Act of 1935 
(“Act”), designating section 12(c) of 
the Act and Rule 42 promulgated there- 
under as applicable to the proposed 
transaction. All interested persons are 
referred to the declaration, which is 
summarized below, for a complete state- 
ment of the proposed transaction. 

Coal Company is indebted to West Vir- 
ginia Power and Transmission Co. 
(“West Virginia’), also a nonutility sub- 


Licking. 
Scioto. 


NOTICES 


sidiary company of West Penn, in the 
amount of $1,155,000, evidenced by a 
demand note of Coal Company bearing 
interest at the rate of 5 percent per 
annum. With cash on hand, Coal Com- 
pany proposes to pay $600,000 of this 
indebtedness, thereby reducing the de- 
mand note by such amount. Thereafter, 
West Virginia is to pay to West Penn, 
its sole stockholder, out of earned sur- 
plus, a dividend on its common stock 
aggregating $600,000. It is stated that 
consummation of the proposed transac- 
tion will make cash not required by Coal 
Company in its business available to West 
Penn for its construction program which 
is presently estimated at about $78 mil- 
lion for 1968. 

It is stated that no fees and expenses 
will be incurred in connection with the 
proposed transaction. It is further stated 
that no State commission and no Federal 
commission, other than this Commis- 
sion, has jurisdiction over the proposed 
transaction. 

Notice is further given that any inter- 
ested person may, not later than May 29, 
1968, request in writing that a hearing 
be held on such matter, stating the na- 
ture of his interest, the reasons for such 
request, and the issues of fact or law 
raised by said declaration which he de- 
sires to controvert; or he may request 
that he be notified if the Commission 
order a hearing thereon. Any such re- 
quest should be addressed: Secretary, 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20549. A copy of such 
request should be served personally or 
by mail (airmail if the person being 
served is located more than 500 miles 
from the point of mailing) upon the 
declarant at the above-stated address, 
and proof of service (by affidavit or, in 
case of an attorney at law, by certificate) 
should be filed with the request. At any 
time after said date, the declaration, as 
filed or as it may be amended, may be 
permitted to become effective as provided 
in Rule 23 of the general rules and regu- 
lations promulgated under the Act, or 
the Commission may grant exemption 
from such rules as provided in Rules 
20(a) and 100 thereof or take such other 
action as it may deem appropriate. 
Persons who request a hearing or advice 
as to whether a hearing is ordered will 
receive notice of further developments 
in this matter, including the date of the 
hearing (if ordered) and any postpone- 
ments thereof. 


For the Commission (pursuant to dele- 
gated authority). 


[SEAL] Orval L. DuBotrs, 
Secretary. 


[P.R. Doc. 68-5690; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[File No. 2—-14886] 
ALSCOPE CONSOLIDATED, LTD. 


Order Suspending Trading 


May 8, 1968. 


It appearing to the Securities and Ex- 
change Commission that the summary 


suspension of trading in the common 
stock of Alscope Consolidated, Ltd., 
Passaic, N.J., being traded otherwise than 
on a national securities exchange is re- 
quired in the public interest and for the 
protection of investors; 

It is ordered, Pursuant to section 
15(c) (5) of the Securities Exchange Act 
of 1934, that trading in such securities 
otherwise than on a national securities 
exchange be summarily suspended, this 
order to be effective for the period May 
9, 1968, through May 18, 1968, both dates 
inclusive. 

By the Commission. 


[SEAL] OrvaAL L. DuBors, 
Secretary. 


[FP.R. Doc. 68-5691; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[70-4625 ] 


MASSACHUSETTS ELECTRIC CO. 
ET AL. 


Notice of Proposed Issue and Sale of 
Notes to Banks, to Holding Com- 
pany, and to Dealers in Commercial 
Paper and Exemption From Com- 
petitive Bidding 

May 8, 1968. 

Notice is hereby given that New Eng- 
land Electric System (“NEES”), 441 
Stuart Street, Boston, Mass. 02116, a 
registered holding company, and two of 
its public-utility subsidiary companies, 
Massachusetts Electric Co. (“Mass Elec- 
tric”) and New England Power Co. 
(“NEPCO”) have filed an application- 
declaration with this Commission pur- 
suant to the Public Utility Holding Com- 
pany Act of 1935 (“Act”), designating 
sections 6(a), 7, 9(a), 10, and 12 thereof 
and Rules 42(a) and 50(a)(5) promul- 
gated thereunder as applicable to the 
proposed transactions. All interested 
persons are referred to the application- 
declaration, which is summarized below, 
for a complete statement of the proposed 
transactions. 

Mass Electric and NEPCO propose to 
issue and sell promissory notes to banks 
and/or NEES, from time to time through 
December 31, 1969, in amounts not to 
exceed an aggregate face amount out- 
standing at any one time of $25 million 
and $30 million, respectively, less the 
face amount of any of their commercial) 
paper, referred to below, outstanding at 
the time. The notes will mature in less 
than 1 year from the date of issuance 
(and in any event on or prior to Mar. 31, 
1970), will provide for prior payments in 
whole or in part without premium, and 
will bear interest at not in excess of the 
prime rate in effect at the time borrow- 
ings are made. The aggregate of all loans 
by NEES outstanding at any one time to 
all subsidiaries, including loans to Mass 
Electric and NEPCO, will not exceed $35 
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million. The proposed notes will be issued 
to the following Massachusetts banks: 


Mass Electric: 

The First National Bank of 

CO Se $22, 000, 000 
Worcester County National 

TE dintcintctiiamiant 1, 000, 000 
Guaranty Bank and Trust Co., 

COD cncintcidniccenn 400, 000 
The Mechanics National Bank, 

WEG anccdnecdunstonn 500, 000 
South Shore National Bank, 

GEE .ncnctintimnainmanints 500, 000 


Middlesex County National 








AR, WN Rivcricsndsciunn 600, 000 
25, 000, 000 
NEPCO: 
The First National Bank of 
TAGE cccitiicitsicrtimetninniinns $30, 000, 000 


The borrowing companies may prepay 
their notes to NEES, in whole or in part, 
with borrowings from banks or from the 
sale of commercial paper, or may prepay 
their notes to banks, in whole or in part, 
with borrowings from NEES or from the 
sale of commercial paper. In the event 
of borrowings from banks at a higher 
interest rate, or the sale of commercial 
paper at a higher effective interest cost, 
to prepay notes to NEES, NEES will 
credit Mass Electric and/or NEPCO for 
any excess interest from the date of pre- 
payment to the normal maturity date of 
the notes to NEES being prepaid. Con- 
versely, in the event of borrowings from 
NEES to prepay notes to banks, the in- 
terest rate on the new notes issued to 
NEES will be the lower of (1) the interest 
rate on the notes being prepaid or (2) the 
prime interest rate then in effect, but 
with respect to (1) only to the maturity 
date of the notes so prepaid, and there- 
after at the prime interest rate in effect 
at the time the new notes are issued. 

Mass Electric and NEPCO also propose 
to issue and sell commercial paper, in 
the form of short-term unsecured prom- 
issory notes, to Lehman Commercial Pa- 
per, Inc. (“Lehman”), and/or A. G. 
Becker & Co., Inc. (“Becker”) , dealers in 
commercial paper, in amounts not to ex- 
ceed an aggregate face amount outstand- 
ing at any one time of $10 million and $15 
million, respectively. The commercial 
paper notes will be issued, from time to 
time, through December 31, 1969, will 
have varying maturities of not more than 
270 days after date of issue (and in any 
event on or prior to March 31, 1970), will 
be sold in varying denominations of not 
less than $50,000 and not more than $1 
million, and will not by their terms be 
prepayable prior to maturity. Such notes 
will be issued and sold by Mass Electric 
and NEPCO directly to Lehman and/or 
Becker at a discount which will not ex- 
ceed the discount rate prevailing at the 
date of issuance for commercial paper 
of comparable quality and like maturity 
as sold by public-utility issuers to com- 
mercial paper dealers. The effective in- 
terest cost will not exceed the prime rate 
prevailing at the date of issue for bor- 
rowings from The First National Bank 
of Boston, except when, in the judgment 
of the issuer, it would be impractical to 
effect borrowings from commercial banks 
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to refund outstanding commercial paper, 
in which event such commercial paper 
will be of a maturity not exceeding 60 
days, unless the issuer shall have filed 
a post-effective amendment to this state- 
ment and such statement shall have be- 
come effective permitting a longer matu- 
rity. 

Totionees and/or Becker, as principals, 
will reoffer such notes at a discount rate 
not more than one-eighth of 1 percent 
per annum less than the prevailing dis- 
count rate to the issuer (Mass Electric 
or NEPCO). The notes will be reoffered 
by Lehman and/or Becker to no more 
than 100 of their respective customers 
identified and designated in a list (non- 
public) prepared in advance by each. No 
additions will be made to this customer 
list which is composed of institutional 
investors. It is expected that such notes 
will be held by customers to maturity, 
but, if customers wish to sell such notes 
prior thereto, Lehman and/or Becker, 
pursuant to a verbal repurchase agree- 
ment, will repurchase such notes and re- 
offer them to others in the group of 100 
customers on their respective list. 

Mass Electric and NEPCO request ex- 
emption of the sale of their commercial 
paper notes from: the competitive bid- 
ding requirement of Rule 50 pursuant to 
section (a) (5) thereof, because: (a) The 
commercial paper to be issued will have 
maturities of not more than 9 months; 

(b) the effective interest cost thereon will 
not exceed the prime rate for borrowings 
from the First National Bank of Boston 
(with the one exception above stated to 
be effective under emergency condi- 
tions); (c) the current rates for com- 
mercial paper notes of prime issuers are 
published daily in responsible financial 
publications and do not require com- 
petitive bidding to determine the rea- 
sonableness thereof; and (d) it is not 
practical to publish invitations for bids 
for commercial paper notes. 

Mass Electric and NEPCO propose to 
use the proceeds from the issue and sale 
of all of the notes to be sold (to banks, 
to NEES, and to dealers in commercial 
paper) to meet anticipated cash require- 
ments for capitalizable expenditures 
pending permanent financing or genera- 
tion of funds from internal sources. 
Capital expenditures for the years 1968 
and 1969 for Mass Electric and NEPCO 
are estimated at $46 million and $72 mil- 
lion respectively. 

It is stated that no fees or commissions 
are to be paid in connection with any of 
the proposed transactions. Incidental 
services will be performed by New Eng- 
land Power Service Co., an affiliated 
service company of NEES. The cost of 
such services is estimated not to exceed 
$1,000 for each of the companies to this 
notice, an aggregate of $3,000. It is fur- 
ther stated that no State commission and 
no Federal commission, other than this 
Commission, has jurisdiction over the 
proposed transactions. 

Notice is further given that any inter- 
ested person may, not later than May 
27, 1968, request in writing that a hearing 
be held on such matter, stating the nature 
of his interest, the reasons for such re- 
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quest, and the issues of fact or law raised 
by said application-declaration which he 
desires to controvert; or he may request 
that he be notified if the Commission 
should order a hearing thereon. Any such 
request should be addressed: Secretary, 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20549. A copy of such 
request should be served personally or 
by mail (airmail if the person being 
served is located more than 500 miles 
from the point of mailing) upon the 
applicants-declarants at the above- 
stated address, and proof of service (by 
affidavit or, in ‘case of an attorney at 
law, by certificate) should be filed with 
the request. At any time after said date, 
the application-declaration, as filed or 
as it may be amended, may be granted 
and permitted to become effective as 
provided in Rule 23 of the general rules 
and regulations promulgated under the 
Act, or the Commission may grant ex- 
emption from such rules as provided in 
Rules 20(a) and 100 thereof or take such 
other action as it may deem appropriate. 
Persons who request a hearing or advice 
as to whether a hearing is ordered, will 
receive notice of further developments 
in this matter, including the date of the 
hearing (if ordered) and any postpone- 
ments thereof. 


For the Commission (pursuant to dele- 
gated authority). 






[SEAL] OrvaL L. DuBors, 
Secretary. 
[P.R. Doc. 68-5692; Filed, May 13, 1968; 


8:47 a.m.] 





NATIONAL SWEEPSTAKES CORP. 
Order Suspending Trading 


May 8, 1968. 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex- 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock of National Sweepstakes Corp., 555 
East Fourth South, Salt Lake City, Utah, 
being traded otherwise than on a 
national securities exchange is required 
in the public interest and for the pro- 
tection of investors; 

It is ordered, Pursuant to section 15 
(c)(5) of the Securities Exchange Act 
of 1934, that trading in such securities 
otherwise than on a national securities 
exchange be summarily suspended, this 
order to be effective for the period May 
8, 1968, at 11 a.m., e.d.t., through May 17, 
1968, both dates inclusive. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] Orvat L. DuBors, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-5693; Piled, May 13, 1968; 


8:47 a.m.] 





{Pile No. 2-24176] 
ZIMOCO PETROLEUM CORP. 
Order Suspending Trading 


May 8, 1968. 
It appearing to the Securities and Ex- 
change Commission that the summary 





REGISTER, VOL. 33, NO. 94—-TUESDAY, MAY 14, 1968 







































































7136 


suspension of trading in the common 
stock of Zimoco Petroleum Corp., New 
York, N.Y., being traded otherwise than 
on a national securities exchange is re- 
quired in the public interest and for the 
protection of investors; 

It is ordered, Pursuant to section 15(c) 
(5) of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934, that trading in such securities 
otherwise than on a national securities 
exchange be summarily suspended, this 
order to be effective for the period May 
9, 1968, through May 18, 1968, both dates 
inclusive. 

By the Commission. 


[SEAL] Orval L. DuBois, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-5694; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


TARIFE COMMISSION 


[332-56] 
NONRUBBER FOOTWEAR INDUSTRIES 
Notice of Hearing 


In response to a request dated April 29, 
1968, by the President of the United 
States, the U.S. Tariff Commission in- 
stituted on April 30, 1968, an investiga- 
tion of the economic condition of the 
domestic producers of nonrubber foot- 
wear. Notice of the investigation was 
published in the FepEeraL REGISTER of 
May 4, 1968 (33 F.R. 6843-4). The full 
text of the request was as follows: 


Dear Mr. CHAIRMAN: Pursuant to the au- 
thority vested in me by section 332 of the 
Tariff Act of 1930, I hereby request a com- 
prehensive investigation of the economic 
condition of the domestic producers of non- 
rubber footwear; and a report to me on the 
results of this investigation at the earliest 
opportunity. 

The Commission is requested to report on 
all factors which, in its judgment, relate to 
the economic condition of such producers, 
including, but not limited to, production, 
sales, investment, employment, prices, profits, 
exports, imports, U.S. tariff treatment, the 
participation of such producers in inter- 
national trade, and, in particular, the effect 
of imports upon such producers, including 
the competitive relationship between imports 
and their products. 

Sincerely, 


LYNDON B. JOHNSON. 


Notice is hereby given that a hearing 
will be held in connection with the in- 
vestigation in the Hearing Room, Tariff 
Commission Building, Eighth and E 
Streets NW., Washington, D.C., begin- 
ning at 10 a.m., e.d.s.t., on September 16, 
1968. Interested parties desiring to ap- 
pear and to be heard should notify the 
Secretary of the Commission, in writing 
on or before September 5, 1968. It is sug- 
gested that parties who have a common 
interest endeavor wherever possible to 
arrange for a consolidated presentation 
of their views. 7 

Requests to appezr must contain the 
following information: 

a. The types of footwear on which tes- 
timony will be presented. 

b. The name and organization of the 
witness or witnesses who will testify, and 
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the name, address, telephone number, 
and organization of the person filing the 
request. 

c. A statement indicating whether the 
testimony to be presented will be on be- 
half of importer or domestic producer 
interests. 

d. A careful estimate of the aggregate 
time desired for presentation of oral 
testimony by all witnesses for whose ap- 
pearances the request is filed. 

Because of the limited time available, 
the Commission reserves the right to 
limit the time assigned to witnesses. In 
this connection, experience in similar 
previous hearings has indicated that in 
most cases the essential information can 
be effectively summarized in an oral 
presentation of 15 to 30 minutes. Parties 
desiring an allowance of time in excess 
of this amount should set forth any 
special circumstances in support of such 
request. Witnesses may supplement their 
oral testimony with written statements 
of any desired length. These should be 
submitted in 20 copies when the oral 
testimony is presented. 

Persons who have properly filed re- 
quests to appear will be individually noti- 
fied of the date on which they will be 
scheduled to present oral testimony and 
of the time allotted for presentation of 
such testimony. 

Questioning of witnesses will 
limited to members of the Commission. 

Written information and views in lieu 
of appearance at the public hearings 
may be submitted by interested persons. 
A signed original and 19 true copies of 
such statements shall be submitted. 

Business data which is deemed con- 
fidential shall be submitted on separate 
sheets, each clearly marked at the top 
“Business Confidential’. All written 
statements, except for confidental busi- 
ness data, will be made available for in- 
spection by interested persons. To be 
assured of consideration by the Com- 
mission, written statements in lieu of 
appearance should be submitted at the 
earliest practicable date, but not later 
than September 23, 1968. 

All communications regarding the 
Commission’s investigation should be 
addressed to the Secretray, U.S. Tariff 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20436. 


Issued: May 9, 1968. 
By order of the Commission. 


[SEAL] Donn N. BENT, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-5712; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:51 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 


Office of the Secretary 


ADVISORY COUNCIL ON EMPLOYEE 
WELFARE AND PENSION BENEFIT 
PLANS 


Recommendations for Appointment 


Section 14 of the Welfare and Pension 
Plans Disclosure Act Amendments of 
1962 (76 Stat. 40, 41, 29 U.S.C. 308e) 


be 


provides for the establishment of an 
“Advisory Council on Employee Welfare 
and Pension Benefit Plans” which is to 
consist of 13 members to: be appointed 
as follows: One from the insurance field, 
one from the corporate trust field, two 
from management, four from labor, and 
two from other interested groups, all of 
whom are to be appointed by the Secre- 
tary from among persons recommended 
by organizations in the _ respective 
groups. The additional three representa- 
tives are to be appointed from the general 
public by the Secretary. The prescribed 
duties of the Council are to advise the 
Secretary with respect to the carrying 
out of his functions under the Welfare 
and Pension Plans Disclosure Act, as 
amended, and to submit to the Secretary 
recommendations with respect thereto. 
The Council is required to meet at least 
twice each year and at such other times 
as the Secretary requests. 

To assure continuity in the handling 
of the business of the Council, a rotation 
system is provided whereby the 2-year 
terms of approximately half the mem- 
bers expire each year. The groups 
represented by the members whose terms 
expire on June 30, 1968, are as follows: 
Labor (2), corporate trust field (1), 
other interested groups (2) and the pub- 
lic (2). Appointments of new members 
will be for 2-year terms, beginning July 1, 
1968. 

Accordingly, notice is hereby given 
that any organization desiring to recom- 
mend persons for appointment to the 
“Advisory Council on Employee Welfare 
and Pension Benefit Plans’ may submit 
recommendations to the Secretary of 
Labor, 14th Street and Constitution 
Avenue NW., ‘Washington, D.C. 20210, 
on or before June 15, 1968. The recom- 
mendation may be in the form of a letter, 
resolution, or petition, signed by an 
authorized official of the organization. 
Each recommendation shall identify the 
candidate by name, occupation or posi- 
tion, and address. It shall specify the 
field or group which he would represent 
for purposes of section 14 of the Act, 
and whether he is available and would 
accept. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., this 7th 
day of May 1968. 


THomaAS R. DONAHUE, 
Assistant Secretary for 
Labor-Management Relations. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-5683; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 


[Notice 606] 


MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS 


May 9, 1968. 
The following are notices of filing of 
applications for temporary authority 
under section 210a(a) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act provided for under the 
new rules of Ex Parte No. MC-67 (49 
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CFR Part 340) published in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER, issue of April 27, 1965, effective 
July 1, 1965. These rules provide that 
protests to the granting of an applica- 
tion must be filed with the field official 
named in the FepERAL REGISTER publica- 
tion, within 15 calendar days after the 
date of notice of the filing of the applica- 
tion is published in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 
One copy of such protest must be served 
on the applicant, or its authorized repre- 
sentative, if any, and the protests must 
certify that such service has been made. 
The protests must be specific as to the 
service which such protestant can and 
will offer, and must consist of a signed 
original ana six copies. 

A copy of the application is on file, and 
can be examined at the Office of the Sec- 
retary, Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, Washington, D.C., and also in the 
field office to which protests are to be 
transmitted. 


MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 


No. MC 41706 (Sub-No. 8 TA) (Cor- 
rection), filed April 23, 1968, published 
FEDERAL REGISTER, issue of May 1, 1968, 
and republished as corrected this issue. 
Applicant: TOSE, INC., 64 West Fourth 
Street, Bridgeport, Pa. 19405. Applicant’s 
representative: Joseph F. Cassidy (same 
address as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Parcels and packages, no single 
parcel or package to exceed 50 pounds, 
nor an overall dimension of 6 cubic feet; 
restricted to transportation from retail 
department stores and the return of 
damaged, refused, or exchanged mer- 
chandise, (1) from Wilmington, Del., and 
points in the counties of Philadelphia, 
Montgomery, and Delaware, Pa., to 
points within the State of New Jersey, 
in the area bounded by the Delaware 
River, Woodstown, Clayton, Atco, Mount 
Holly, and Burlington; (2) from Moores- 
town, N.J., and Wilmington, Del., to 
points in the counties of Philadelphia, 
Montgomery, Delaware, Bucks, and 
Chester, Pa.; (3) also the right to return 
damaged and exchanged merchandise 
and items for storage, for 165 days. NoTE: 
The purpose of this republication is to 
show that the proposed service will be 
restricted to retail department stores. 
Supporting shippers: B. Altman & Co., 
Lancaster Avenue, St. Davids, Pa. 19087; 
Jackson & Moyer, 1610 Chestnut Street, 
Philadelphia, Pa.; Jacob Reed’s Sons, 
1424 Chestnut Street, Philadelphia, Pa.; 
Lord & Taylor, City Line and Belmont 
Avenue, Bala-Cynwyd, Pa. 19004; Mor- 
ville Clothes, Inc., 1428 Walnut Street, 
Philadelphia, Pa.; Nan Duskin, Inc., 
1729 Wainut Street, Philadelphia, Pa.; 
Penn Fruit Co., Inc., Grant Avenue and 
Blue Grass Road, Philadelphia, Pa.; Wm. 
H. Wanamaker, 1217 Chestnut Street, 
Philadelphia, Pa. Send protests to: Ross 
A. Davis, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of 
Operations, 900 U.S. Customhouse, 
Second and Chestnut Streets, Philadel- 
phia, Pa. 19106. 

No. MC 79080 (Sub-No. 6 TA), filed 
May 6, 1968. Applicant: AUSTGEN 
EXPRESS & STORAGE COMPANY, 
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Post Office Box 1528, Aurora, Ill. 60507. 
Applicant’s representative: Robert H. 
Levy, 2950 La Salle Street, Chicago, Il. 
60603. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Glass con- 
tainers, bottles, and jars; caps, covers, 
stoppers, and tops; and fiberboard bozes, 
from Lincoln, Ill., to Frankfort, Ky., and 
points within 10 miles of Frankfort, Ky., 
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: Obear- 
Nester Glass Co., East St. Louis, Il. 
63305 (Attention: Jack A. Muckey, Traf- 
fic Manager). Send protests to: William 
E. Gallagher, District Supervisor, Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of 
Operations, 219 South Dearborn Street, 
Room 1086, Chicago, Ill. 60604. 

No. MC 85934 (Sub-No. 50 TA), filed 
May 6, 1968. Applicant: MICHIGAN 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, a@ cor- 
poration, 3601 Wyoming Avenue, Dear- 
born, Mich. 48120. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: Paul W. Cord, 1800 Buhl 
Building, Detroit, Mich. 48226. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Lime, in bulk, from Cedar 
Springs, Mich., to points in the Lower 
Peninsula of Michigan, for 150 days. 
Supporting shipper: Standard Lime & 
Refractories Co., 2000 First National 
Bank Building, Baltimore, Md. 21203. 
Send protests to: Gerald J. Davis, Dis- 
trict Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 1110 
David Broderick Tower Building, 10 
Witherell Street, Detroit, Mich. 48226. 

No. MC 104004 (Sub-No. 176 TA) 
(Correction), filed March 29, 1968, pub- 
lished FepERAL REGISTER, issue of April 12, 
1968, and republished as corrected this 
issue. Applicant: ASSOCIATED TRANS- 
PORT, INC., 380 Madison Avenue, New 
York, N.Y. 10017. Applicant’s representa- 
tive: John J. Tynan (same address as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
regular routes, transporting: General 
commodities, except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, house- 
hold goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk and those injurious 
or contaminating to other lading, be- 
tween Nashville, Tenn., and Cumberland 
City, Tenn., from Nashville over Ten- 
nessee Highway 12 to junction Tennessee 
Highway 49, thence over Tennessee 
Highway 49 to Erin, Tenn., thence over 
Tennessee Highway 149 to Cumberland 
City, and return over the same route, 
with service at intermediate and off- 
route points within 5 miles of Cumber- 
land City, Tenn., including the Cumber- 
land Steam Plant, for 180 days. Norte: 
Applicant intends to tack to the balance 
of its operations at Nashville, Tenn., and 
to interline traffic at all points as now 
authorized. The purpose of this republi- 
cation is to include authority to tack 
and interline which was inadvertently 
omitted from previous publication. Sup- 
porting shipper: Tennessee Valley Au- 
thority, Chattanooga, Tenn. 37401. Send 
protests to: Stephen P. Tomany, District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, Bureau of Operations, 346 
Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10013. 
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No. MC 107010 (Sub-No. 36 TA), filed 
May 6, 1968. Applicant: D&R BULK 
CARRIERS, INC., Post Office Box 106, 
Auburn, Nebr. 68305. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting: Anhydrous ammonia, in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from Omaha, Nebr., to 
points in Iowa, Kansas, Minnesota, 
Missouri, Nebraska, North Dakota, and 
South Dakota, for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper: Olin Mathieson Chemical Corp., 
Post Office Box 991, Little Rock, Ark. 
72203. Send protests to: District Super- 
visor Max H. Johnson, Bureau of Opera- 
tions, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Bureau of Operations, 315 Post Office 
Building, Lincoln, Nebr. 68508. 

No. MC 107496 (Sub-No. 660 TA), filed 
May 6, 1968. Applicant: RUAN TRANS- 
PORT CORPORATION, Keosauqua Way 
at Third, 50309, Post Office Box 855, Des 
Moines, Iowa 50304. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: H. L. Fabritz (same address 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: An- 
hydrous ammonia, nitrogen fertilizer 
solutions, liquid fertilizer, and liquid 
fertilizer materials, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Seneca, Ill., to points in 
Indiana, Iowa, Kentucky, Michigan, 
Missouri, and Wisconsin, for 60 days. 
Supporting shipper: F. S. Royster Guano 
Co., Norfolk, Va. Send protests to: Ellis 
L. Annett, District Supervisor, Bureau 
of Operations, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 677 Federal Building, Des 
Moines, Iowa 50309. 


No. MC 108449 (Sub-No. 284 TA), filed 
May 6, 1968. Applicant: INDIANHEAD 
TRUCK LINE, INC., 1947 West County 
Road C, St. Paul, Minn. 55113. Appli- 
cant’s representative: W. A. Mylenbeck 
(same address as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Aluminum sulfate, in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from Pine Bend, Minn., 
to Moline, Il., for 150 days. Supporting 
shipper: North Star Chemicals, Inc., 
Post Office Box 28, South St. Paul, Minn. 
55075. Send protests to: District Super- 
visor A. E. Rathert, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 448 
Federal Building and U.S. Courthouse, 
110 South Fourth Street, Minneapolis, 
Minn. 55401. 


No. MC 118034 (Sub-No. 12 TA) (Cor- 
rection), filed April 25, 1968, published 
FEDERAL REGISTER, issue of May 3, 1968, 
and republished as corrected this issue. 
Applicant: MILLER TRUCK LINE, 
INC., 901 Northwest 28th Street, Fort 
Worth, Tex. 76106. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: J. Tom Miller (same address 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transpdrting: Meats, 
meat products, and meat byproducts and 
articles distributed by meat packing- 
houses, as described in sections A and 
C of appendix I to the report in Descrip- 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 
M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except commodities 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, and hides), 
from the plantsite of Missouri Beef Pack- 
ers at or near Friona, Tex., to points in 
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Oklahoma, Louisiana, Arkansas, Missis- 
sippi, New Mexico, and Memphis, Tenn., 
restricted to traffic originating at the 
above-named plantsite and destined to 
the States named, for 150 days. Support- 
ing shipper: Missouri Beef Packers, Inc., 
Rockport, Mo. Note: The purpose of the 
above republication is to add the restric- 
tion inadvertently omitted from previous 
publication. Send protests to: Billy R. 
Reid, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Oper- 
ations, 9A27 Federal Building, 819 Taylor 
Street, Fort Worth, Tex. 76102. 

No. MC 123766 (Sub-No. 7 TA), filed 
May 6, 1968. Applicant: D & O TRANS- 
PORT, INC., 214 South Fourth Avenue, 
Yakima, Wash, 98901. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: Douglas A. Wilson, Suite 2, 
Yakima Legal Center, 303 East D Street, 
Yakima, Wash. 98901. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Fiberboard, paper or pulp board 
bozes and partitions, between Longview 
and Yakima, Wash., on the one hand, 
and The Dalles, Hood River, and Milton- 
Freewater, Oreg., and points within a 
20-mile radius thereof, on the other 
hand, for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
H. R. Spinner, Corp., Post Office Box 
1361, Yakima, Wash. Send protésts to: 
R. V. Dubay, District Supervisor, Bureau 
of Operations, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 450 Multnomah Building, 
Portland, Oreg. 97204. 

No. MC 124979 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed 
May 6, 1968. Applicant: CONRAD BERG, 
doing business as C. BERG COMPANY, 
Route 1, Box 185A, Saginaw, Minn. 55779. 
Applicant’s representative: Val M. Hig- 
gins, 1000 First National Bank Building, 
Minneapolis, Minn. 55402. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Bentonite, from Burnett, 
Minn., to points in Illinois, Iowa, Michi- 
gan, and Wisconsin, for 180 days. Sup- 
porting shipper: Hallett Minerals Co., 
Post Office Box 7024, Duluth, Minn. 
55807. Send protests to: District Super- 
visor A. E. Rathert, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 448 
Federal Building and U.S. Courthouse, 
110 South Fourth Street, Minneapolis, 
Minn. 55401. 

No. MC 125037 (Sub-No. 8 TA) (Cor- 
rection), filed April 25, 1968, published 
FEDERAL REGISTER, issue of May 2, 1968, 
and republished as corrected this issue. 
Applicant: DIXIE MIDWEST EX- 
PRESS, INC., Post Office Box 372, High- 
way 69 South, Greensboro, Ala. 36744. 
Applicant’s representative: John W. 
Cooper, Suite 1301, City Federal Build- 
ing, Birmingham, Ala. 32503. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 


by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
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transporting: Dry animal and poultry 
feeds, dry animal and poultry mineral 
mixtures, livestock and poultry feeders, 
insecticides OTA, and premiums and ad- 
vertising matters relating to preceding 
products when moving in mixed ship- 
ments with such products, from Quincy, 
Ill., to points in Alabama, Georgia, and 
Florida, for 180 days. Note: The purpose 
of this republication is to add dry animal 
and poultry feeds to the commodities 
proposed to be transported, inadvertently 
omitted from previous publication. Sup- 
porting shipper: Moorman Manufactur- 
ing Co., 1000 North 30th Street, Quincy, 
Til. 62301. Send protests to: B. R. McKen- 
zie, District Supervisor, Bureau of 
Operations, Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, Room 823, 2121 Building, Bir- 
mingham, Ala. 35203. 

No. MC 129878 TA, filed May 6, 1968. 
Applicant: FLOUR TRANSPORT, INC., 
4325 Fruitland Avenue, Los Angeles, 
Calif. 90058. Authority sought to operate 
as a@ common carrier, by motor vehicle 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Starch, in bulk, between points in 
Orange, Los Angeles, Ventura, San 
Bernardino, Riverside, Santa Barbara, 
Kern, and San Luis Obispo Counties, 
Calif., for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Corn Products Co., 101 South Wacker 
Drive, Chicago, Ill. 60606. Send protests 
to: John E. Nance, District Supervisor, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu- 
reau of Operations, Federal Building, 
Room 7708, 300 North Los Angeles Street, 
Los Angeles, Calif. 90012. 


By the Commission. 
[SEAL] H. NEIL GARSON, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-5710; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:48 @a.m.] 


[Notice 137] 


MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 


May 9, 1968. 


Synopses of orders entered pursuant to 
section 212(b) of the Interstate Com- 
merce Act, and rules and regulations 
prescribed thereunder (49 CFR Part 
1132), appear below: 

As provided in the Commission’s 


special rules of practice any interested 
person may file a petition seeking recon- 
sideration of the following numbered 
proceedings within 20 days from the date 
of publication of this notice. Pursuant to 
section 17(8) of the Interstate Commerce 
Act, the filing of such a petition will post- 
pone the effective date of the order in 
that proceeding pending its disposition. 
The matters relied upon by petitioners 


must be specified in their petitions with 
particularity. 

Finance Docket No. 25016. By order of 
May 3, 1968, the Transfer Board ap- 
proved a 1 year lease to Ocean Kargo 
Forwarders, Inc., Norfolk, Va., of a por- 
tion of the freight forwarder service 
authorized in permit and order in No, 
FF84, issued April 18, 1944, to C. S. 
Greene & Co., Inc., Chicago, Ill., au- 
thorizing operations as a freight for- 
warder of commodities generally, from 
all points in Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, 
Michigan, Missouri, and Wisconsin to 
the ports of Norfolk, Va. Stanley I. 
Goldman, 1 Farragut Square South, 
Washington, D.C. 20006, attorney for ap- 
plicants. 

No. MC-FC-70391. By order of 
April 30, 1968, the Transfer Board ap- 
proved the transfer to Lyle E. Winn, 
doing business as Marion Works, Marion, 
Ky., of certificate No. MC-109658, issued 
August 3, 1956, to George C. Winn and 
Lyle E. Winn, a partnership, doing busi- 
ness aS Marion Machine Works, Marion, 
Ky., authorizing the transportation of: 
Calcium fluoride, zinc, and lead, in bulk, 
in dump trucks, between points in Liv- 
ingston and Crittenden Counties, Ky., 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Hardin County, Il.; and flour- 
spar, in bulk, in dump trucks, from Rosi- 
clare, Ill., to Calvert City, Ky. B. M. 
Westberry, 113 West Bellville, Marion, 
Ky. 42064, attorney for applicants. 

No. MC-FC-70414. By order of April 30, 
1968, the Transfer Board approved the 
transfer to Valley Transport Lines, Inc., 
Reisterstown, Md., of the operating 
rights in permit No. MC-78788, issued 
June 3, 1943, to Hiram G. Winebarger, 
doing business as Valley Transport Lines, 
Reisterstown, Md., authorizing transpor- 
tation in interstate or foreign commerce, 
over irregular routes, of paperboard, from 
Baltimore, Md., to Port Chester and New 
York, N.Y.; Richmond, Va., Winston- 
Salem and Charlotte, N.C.; points and 
places in Maryland, and those in Penn- 
sylvania and New Jersey with specified 
areas; sugar, from New York, N.Y., to 
Baltimore, Md.; paper and paperboard 
scrap and cuttings, from Winston-Salem 
and Charlotte, N.C., and points and 
places in Pennsylvania on and east of 
US. Highway 15 to Baltimore, Md.; 
sizing, from Easton, Pa., to Baltimore, 
Md.; alum and sulphite, from Philadel- 
phia, Pa., to Baltimore, Md.; and rolls 
for machines, between York, Pa., and 
Baltimore, Md. William J. Little, 1513 
Fidelity Building, Baltimore, Md. 21201, 
attorney for applicants. 


H. Neri Garson, 
Secretary. 


{[F.R. Doc. 48-5711; Filed, May 13, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.) 
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